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*... one can say that the revolu- 
tionary movement in the ad- 
vanced capitalist countries will 
remain a myth as long as the 
struggles of the workers in 
Europe and in North America 
against the capitalist system are 
not closely united against im- 
perialism and world capitalism 
with those of the hundreds of 
millions of oppressed people in 
the colonies.’ 

(Statement from the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of the 
Occupied Arab Gulf, May 1969) 


The recent developments in the 
Arab Gulf have settled one deci- 
sive question of world politics. 
They have swiftly demolished 
the claim that the defeat of the 
socialist bloc and the end of the 
Cold War would inaugurate an 
era of democracy and peace be- 
tween nation states. The mass- 
ive build up of the US war 
machine in the Gulf shows how 
militarism and war are nec- 
essary characteristics of im- 
perialism’s defence of its inter- 
ests all over the world. It shows 
that the capitalist system cannot 
survive without neo-colonial 
oppression to safeguard imperi- 
alist access to cheap sources of 
fuel and raw materials. 

It is -.o accident that the first 
major development after the 
collapse of the socialist bloc has 
seen the biggest US military op- 
eration since the Vietnam war, 
to secure control of the world’s 
largest oil reserves in the Mid- 
dle East. Far from moderating 
imperialism’s predatory char- 
acter, the collapse of the social- 
ist bloc has now removed all 
restraints on its drive to carve 
up and «‘ivide the world. 

A seco id fundamental char- 
acteristic of imperialism emerg- 
ing from war" preparations in 
the Gulf is the growing clash of 
interests between the major im- 
perialist powers. The luke- 
warm Japanese and German 
response to US requests for 
financial help with its military 
costs indicates their resistance 
to accepting unqualified US 
control of the Middle East and 
its oil. The current President of 
the EC Council of Ministers, 


Gianni De Michelis, reflected 
this position when he said ‘.. . 
there should be no taxation 
without representation.’ 

As we argued in our last issue 
(Editorial FRFT 96 August/Sep- 
tember) the London and Hous- 
ton summits forced the US to 
acknowledge the emergence of 
a world in which Japan and 
Europe, led by a united Ger- 
many, would become a chal- 
lenge to the US and carve out 
their own spheres of influence 
throughout the world. 

Already the new Europe’s 
GDP is over 90 per cent, and 
Japan’s 60 per cent of that of the 
USA. Of the largest hundred 
companies in the world, 40 are 
from the EC, 39 from the USA 
and 15 from Japan. Of the 200 
leading world banks, 65 are 
from the EC, 51 from Japan and 
36 from the USA. The emer- 
gence of three more equally 
matched imperialist blocs make 
new conflicts inevitable. 

Under imperialism, the con- 
trol of the world’s oil supplies 
has always reflected the relative 
strength of the contending im- 
perialist powers. British dom- 
ination over Middle East oil 
began to be challenged in the 
inter-war years by US imperi- 
alism which by then was emerg- 
ing as the major imperialist 
power. By the 1960s the US had 
achieved a dominant position in 
the Middle East. To safeguard 
their positions, Britain and the 
US created a system of puppet 
regimes throughout the region 
through military intervention 
in the Arab world: Iran (1953), 
Jordan and Lebanon (1953), 
Oman (1957-59 and 1965 on- 
wards), Kuwait (1961), Bahrain 
(1956 and 1965), North Yemen 
(1962 and 1970), Saudi Arabia 
(1963). 

In different periods, Zionism, 
Iran under the Shah, Saudi 
Arabia, Jordan and Egypt, after 
its defeat in the 1967 Arab- 


Oil imperialism and the class struggle 


Israeli war, have all played a 
critical role in defeating move- 
ments which challenged imper- 
ialism’s hegemony in the reg- 
ion. Through repression and 
calculated handouts of a por- 
tion of oil wealth imperialism 
has succeeded in undermining 
the anti-imperialist movement 
in the Arab world. 

Saddam Hussein’s invasion 
of Kuwait threatened to upset 
this strategic system of alliances 
in a period when the US econ- 
omy, with an unprecedented 
foreign debt of some $600bn, 
was entering a recession while 
facing a challenge to its econ- 
omic supremacy. It seized the 
opportunity to use its immense 
military might built up in the 
Cold War years to reassert its 
dominant international posi- 
tion. 

The third and frequently ig- 
nored fundamental feature of 
imperialism exposed by the 
Gulf crisis is that the prosperity 
of the imperialist nations, em- 


Jordanians opposing US intervention in the Gulf 


bracing a significant section of 
the working class, is only possi- 
ble through the plunder and ex- 
ploitation of the oppressed na- 
tions. The resulting contain- 
ment of the class struggle in the 
imperialist countries is depend- 
ent on this plunder and ex- 
ploitation. Where labour and 
social democratic parties have 
emerged, they represent the in- 
terests of the more privileged 
layers of the working class. 
They have proved to be wholly 
dependent on imperialism and 
have been just as ready as the 
capitalist class to carry out im- 
perialism’s predatory actions. 
In Britain, the Labour Party is 
continuing its long historical 
role as a loyal servant and agent 
of imperialism in the Middle 
East and the Gulf. When Iranian 
nationalist Prime Minister Mo- 
hammad Mosadeg nationalised 
the oil industry in 1951, it was 
the Labour government under 
Attlee which organised a world 


wide embargo of Iranian oil and 


conspired to bring down the 
Mosadeq government. This was 
accomplished in 1953 by the 
CIA with British complicity. 
The brutality of the British in- 
tervention in the Gulf under 
Labour governments in Oman 
(1964 and 1974) and South 
Yemen (Aden - 1964-1967) is 
well documented. 

In keeping with this record 
and its class interests the Lab- 
our Party has adopted a position 
as warlike and as militaristic as 
the Tory Party. The United Na- 
tions cover for Labour militar- 
ism should deceive no one. 
Labour’s emphasis on a UN role 
expresses only its leaning to- 
wards an alliance with Euro- 
pean imperialism rather than 
harbouring, as Thatcher does, 
illusions of an independent 
British imperialism allied to the 
US. Like the US and the Tory 
Party the Labour Party is deter- 
mined to destroy any challenge 
to imperialism’s strategic con- 
trol of the region. 

The miniscule Labour left’s 
pacifism isin reality a figleaf for 
imperialist intervention against 
the Arab people. They want to 
starve Iraq into submission, to 
subjugate it by ‘peaceful UN 
sanctions’ not a war which 
would see ‘the Arab nations 
solidly united against the West.’ 

The abject failure of the 
British left to build a united op- 
position to imperialism’s war 
drive is comprehensible only in 
the context ofits subservience to 
the interests of the Labour Party 
and Trade Union movement. 

The British left have refused 
to place demands for Kurdish 
and Palestinian self-determina- 
tion at the centre of their work 
even though this would enable 
them to build alliances with the 
tens of thousands of Palesti- 
nian, Kurdish, Arab and Turk- 
ish workers in this country. 
Such unity could become a 
focus for drawing the oppressed 


workers in Britain into organis- 
ed political struggle. Instead 
they still harbour the illusion 
that the Labour Party and the 
Trade Union movement are the 
instrument for political change 
in Britain. This reflects the petty 
bourgeois class character of 
these organisations which have 
always refused unequivocally 
to take the side of the oppressed 
in Britain or internationally. 

The economic and political 
consequences of US imperial- 
ism’s intervention in the Gulf 
will exacerbate inter-imperial- 
ist tensions. The near doubling 
of the price of oil and the cost of 
this military adventure threaten 
to send the world into a severe 
recession with devastating con- 
sequences for the oppressed na- 
tions. 

Political opposition to im- 
perialism in the Arab nations 
will become a focus for opposi- 
tion elsewhere especially in the 
Third World. The social and 
economic consequences of a 
recession in the imperialist 
countries offer the prospect fora 
renewal of class struggle. The 
opportunity exists to unite the 
struggles of workers in Europe 
and North America with the 
hundreds of millions of op- 
pressed peoples opposing im- 
perialism. It has to be seized. 
Without it as the PFLOAG state- 
ment says ‘the revolutionary 
movement in the advanced 
capitalist countries will remain 
amyth’. 

All revolutionary and demo- 
cratic forces in the Middle East 
are opposing imperialism’s 
war-drive and the puppet gov- 
ernments which have welcomed 
and aided US forces. Commun- 
ists in Britain should have no 
hesitation in joining these rev- 
olutionary and democratic for- 
ces. That is why the Revolu- 
tionary Communist Group ad- 
vances the demands: 

BRITISH HANDS OFF THE 
MIDDLE EAST! 

IMPERIALIST TROOPS OUT OF 
THE GULF! 
SELF-DETERMINATION FOR 
KURDISTAN! 
VICTORY TO THE 


BIRMINGHAM SIX 


Pressure grows to free innocent men 


MAXINE WILLIAMS 


On 29 August, Home Secre- 
tary, David Wadddington, re- 
ferred the Birmingham 6 case 
to the Court of Appeal. This is 
the second appeal in two 
years. The latest decision 
comes after mounting pres- 
sure to free the Six following 
the release of the Guildford 4. 
The grounds given for referring 
the case for appeal is that the in- 
quiry by Devon and Cornwall 
police has indicated that police 
lied about the times at which 
notes were made of an interview 
with Richard Mcllkenny. 

All that remains of the case 
against the Six — if the tissue of 
lies and manufactured forensic 
evidence could ever be called a 
case — are the confessions which 
the police beat out of them. At 
their unsuccessful appeal in 
1988, lawyers for the Six argued 
that a schedule of interviews 
drawn up by Detective Superin- 
tendent George Reade, head of 
the police inquiry, was in fact a 
blueprint for police perjury. 
This was denied by the police 
and rejected by the Law Lords. 
The latest evidence on the Mc- 
Iikenny interview strengthens 
the ‘blueprint for perjury’ argu- 
ment 


No date has yet been set for the 
appeal, nor is it yet clear wheth- 
erthe man who will lead the Law 
Lords hearing the Appeal will be 
Lord Lane. He rejected their ap- 
peal in 1988, claiming it had 
made him more convinced of 
their guilt and would be mighti- 
ly embarrassed if he now had to 
eat his words. It also has yet to be 
seen whether the authorities 
will, asthey did inthe Guildford 
case, simply not oppose the ap- 
peal and therefore allow the men 
to go free without a hearing of 
the evidence. 

If the Six are released on the 
basis of doubts about one inter- 
view then it will fall far short of 
the demand of the Birmingham 
6 for their innocence to be ac- 
knowledged. Successive gov- 
ernments, Labour and Tory, as 
well as the police and judiciary, 
have kept these men locked up 
in the face of overwhelming evi- 
dence of their innocence. A 


‘technicality’ would let these 


forces off a difficult hook. It 
would obscure the real sordid 
history of this case. 

The Birmingham 6 and Guild- 
ford 4 frame-ups have blighted 
the lives of the ten and their 
families and friends. A crime of 
terrible proportions has been 
committed against them. Will 
anybody pay for this crime? @ 


@ Guardian columnist Mel- 
anie Phillips’ article on the 
Birmingham 6 (7.9.90) is one 
of the most ignorant and mal- 
icious seen in recent years. 
Just when it looks as if the Six 
may be moving towards re- 
lease Ms Phillips said that if 
their convictions are quashed, 
‘it doesn’t prove they didn’t 
do it’. Whatever happened to 
the doctrine which says that 
the accused is either found 
guilty or is innocent? Ms 
Phillips has rules of her own. 
She also has an inexplicable 
fondness for judges. She agon- 
ises over Lord Lane’s ‘to sit or 
not to sit’ dilemma. She has read 
his appeal judgment in 1988 and 
was struck by ‘what then ap- 
peared to be an overwhelming 
prosecution case.’ 

It is a great shame that she has 
clearly read nothing but Lord 
Lane’s judgment. Every single 
doubt that she expresses has 
been dealt with at length by cam- 
paigners and by Chris Mullin’s 
book. Why, Phillips asks, did 
two of the Six buy single and not 
return tickets if they were short 
of money? The answer: they did 
not have enough money to buy a 
return. Next: why did none of 
them let their families know 
they were coming to Ireland? 
Answer: it was unclear when 
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McDade’s funeral would be and 
whether some of the Six could 
raise the fare. Homes in nation- 
alist Belfast did not all have 
telephones. Next: why were pla- 
stic bags moved in and out of one 
of the Six’s house at night? John 
Walker said that he stocked mat- 
erials for raffles in aid of pris- 
oners. The IRA man interviewed 
by Mullin in the book categori- 
cally denies that Walker’s house 
was used as a dump for arms. 
Moving bags into a house at 
night is evidence of nothing. 

Finally Phillips asks why, if 
the men were beaten, were there 
no marks on their faces in court? 
The Six first appeared in court 
for a few minutes. They were 
clothed. Most of their injuries 
were beneath their clothing. But 
the first solicitor to see Hunter, 
for example, just before his court 
appearance saw that his chest 
‘was covered from his navel up 
to his shoulders with diagonal 
scratch marks. . . ' By the timea 
doctor came to examine the men 
all had been viciously beaten by 
prison warders. Nevertheless 
doctors found that injuries on 
some of them were older than 
would be explained by the 
prison beating. 

All of these facts are available. 
Phillips is either lazy or wicked. 
Either way she should be sack- 
ed. The crime of locking six in- 
nocent men up is shared among- 
st the British establishment. Just 
because Ms Phillips is a jour- 
nalist rather than a judge doesn’t 
mean she didn’t doit. 


Lord Denning: 
older but 
not wiser 


JOHN MALONEY 


The arch-reactionary Lord 
Denning, former Master of the 
Rolls, has once again stepped 
into the open with a clear an- 
nouncement of his contempt 
for the working class. 

As a prominent and influential 
member of the British legal est- 
ablishment, his comments in a 
recent interview carried in the 
Spectator magazine cannot be 
dismissed as those ofa senile old 
man. They are actually a reflec- 
tion of the scant regard that 
those in powerful positions in 
this country have for justice and 
human rights. 

In the space of one short inter- 
view this racist, sexist, homo- 
phobic, anti-semitic, chauvinist 
tyrant blurts out his class stand- 
point: ‘. . . institute of marriage 
is going down . . . noend of one- 
parent families... they’re nev- 
er called bastards..’; he-lets fly 
his opinion of homosexuals: ‘Oh 
I don’t mind 'em not being in 
prison, but I hate it being put on 
a par with other things. And les- 
bianism . . . oh, no!’ 

The man's establishment 
viewpoint, obviously teased out 
of control at this stage, lets us 
know that ‘in my young days, 
juries were all middle-aged, 


hi 3 
middle-class, middle-minded’. 
He carries on to give us a glimp- 
se of how, as he says, ‘an inbuilt 
feeling of what justice should 
be’ operates: the Birmingham 6 
should have been hanged, 
‘They'd have been forgotten, 
and the whole community 
would be satisfied.’ Had the 
same criteria been applied to the 
Guildford 4, British justice 
would ‘probably have hanged 
the right men.’ 

With his vilification of the 
lower orders and the working 
class satisfied he turns his ven- 
om on his peers who've let the 
side down. Leon Brittan turns 
out to be nothing more than ‘a 
German Jew, telling us what to 
do with our English law’. 

These views lay behind Den- 
ning’s major law judgments: the 
refusal to allow the Birmingham 
6to take acivil action about their 
beatings; anti-abortion legisla- 
tion; anti-trade union decisions. 
Without his judicial robes he 
stands exposed as a right-wing 
fanatic. 


SOUTH AFRIC 


An alliance of sorts 


July and August saw the spread of violent conflict between ANC and Inkatha supporters from 
Natal province to the Transvaal. Characterised by most of the British media as tribal conflict 
between Zulus and Xhosas, the reality of the war is political not tribal. By the end of August the 
role of apartheid’s police was becoming clear. The publicity given to what racist whites happily 
call ‘black on black violence’ has disguised the growing discontent. The ‘climate for negotia- 
tions’ has made little difference tothe daily lives of most black people. At the top of this volcano, 
the ANC leadership is rushing to negotiations with the regime, offering whatits staunchest sup- 
porters describe as necessary compromises to ease its path. CAROL BRICKLEY reports. 


THE BACKGROUND TO 
CONFLICT 


The warfare in Natal has devas- 
tated the province for the last 
four years leaving more than 
100,000 people homeless and 
claiming the lives of more than 
4,000. The conflict is not a result 
of the simple tribal hatreds 
which exist only in the minds of 
white racists. 

Inkatha was formed by its 
President, Chief Gatsha Buthe- 
lezi, chief minister of the Kwa- 
Zulu bantustan, as an ethnic 
organisation. Although osten- 
sibly open to all, the vast majori- 
ty of its members and its ethos 
are Zulu. The apartheid bantu- 
stan policy relies heavily on 
fostering ethnic divisions. In the 
1970s Buthelezi was courted by 
the ANC as a progressive bantu- 
stan leader who opposed apart- 
heid and rejected phoney in- 
dependence and Buthelezi’s 
claim of membership and alleg- 
iance to the ANC was not chal- 
lenged until the late 1970s. This 
allowed Inkatha to recruit pop- 
ular support in Natal on the 
backs of the liberation move- 
ments. 

Inkatha thrived in the region 
until the growth of the UDF and 
the independent trade unions in 
the heavily industrialised Dur- 
ban area in the early 1980s. 
Buthelezi formed UWUSA (Uni- 
ted Workers Union of South 
Africa) to oppose COSATU, and 
in 1985 UWUSA organised 
scabs during the SARMCOL 
strike. Inkatha was responsible 


for the murder of several shop 
stewards, and the policy of fore- 
ed recruitment to UWUSA and 
Inkatha escalated and spread the 
violence. There was little doubt 
even then that Inkatha’s actions 
were backed by the regime. In 
1987, out of 1,000 detainees in 
the region, none were Inkatha 
members. 

The -violence has continued 
and escalated, allowing the 
regime, earlier this year, to lift 
the State of Emergency in all 
regions except Natal and to send 
in the 32 Battalion, notorious for 
its barbarities in Namibia and 
Angola, The conflict has proved 
resistant to calls from the ANC 
leadership for peace. 

There is no single explanation 
for why the violence spread to 
the townships around Johan- 
nesburg, where traditionally In- 
katha support is small (two per 
cent outside Natal) and the ANC 
is strong. The conflict does how- 
ever have all the hallmarks of a 
destabilisation campaign or- 
chestrated by the regime. The 
police have been openly involv- 
ed on the side of Inkatha. Fol- 
lowing conflict in Sebokeng, on 
25 July Inkatha launched a 
savage attack on ANC support- 
ers at-Inhalanzane railway sta- 
tion in Soweto, one week after 
the stayaway organised in Sow- 
eto to oppose violence in Natal. 
This was also within a few 
weeks of Buthelezi’s rally to 
launch Inkatha as a national 
political organisation. By 23 
August more than 500 people 


had been killed. Buthelezi cer- 
tainly wants to claim a place 
at the negotiating table and, 
having failed to stop the vio- 
lence, the ANC is under pres- 
sure to agree a Mandela-Buthe- 
lezi meeting. 

At what level the regime is 
behind the violence is unclear; 
certainly its police and security 
forces are involved whether of- 
ficially or unofficially, and it is 
lapping up the consequences 
like a cat that got the cream. 
Already press censorship has 
been reintroduced and if de 
Klerk and Defence Minister 
Malan choose to send the troops 
back into the Vaal townships, 
the ANC leadership can have lit- 
tle to argue having welcomed 
their arrival in Natal. 


THE UPRISING SIMMERS 

At grass roots level the town- 
ships are seething with discon- 
tent. For months the headlines 
have concentrated on the rap- 
port between the Nationalist 
government and the ANC lead- 
ership, At township level, this 
has had few benefits. More than 
70 per cent of South Africa’s 
population is under 25, and it is 
a generation hard hit by growing 
unemployment, and homeless- 
ness, and schooled from an early 
age in the struggle. The town- 
ships are surrounded by vast 
squatter camps’ which have 
mushroomed in the last five 
years. Many of the squatter 
camps -home for millions of 
people-—are threatened with 
demolition and homelessness is 
becoming a flashpoint for 
popular anger. 

Rent and consumer boycotts 
are rife. After five years of con- 
tinuous rent boycott, the res- 
idents of Soweto alone owe 
R500m and the puppet ad- 
ministration is now threatening 
to cut all services. Official and 
unofficial strike action is wide- 
spread. At the end of July 27,700 
workers were on strike, with ma- 
jor actions promised for Sep- 
tember and October in opposi- 
tion to the Labour Relations 
Amendment Act. 

Against this background the 
ANC and PAC have begun the 


” process of open organisation in- 


side the country. The PAC is 
firmly against negotiations in 
the current circumstances (see 
interview with Gora Ebrahim). 
The ANC is pursuing negotia- 
tions and it is this which is com- 
pounding pressure on its new 
organisational structures. 


ALLIANCE WITH THE APARTHEID 
REGIME 


The so-called ‘talks about talks’ 
began on 2 May and resulted in 
the Groote Schuur Minute. This 
agreement established a work- 
ing group to make recommenda- 
tions on the release of political 
prisoners and gave temporary 
immunity to selected ANC 
members. Overall the agreement 
established a ‘common commit- 
ment towards the resolution of 
the existing climate of violence 
and intimidation from'whatever 


quarter as well as a commitment 
to stability and to a peaceful pro- 
cess of negotiations’. 

Mandela then embarked on a 
world tour which included ‘cor- 
dial and friendly’ meetings with 
Thatcher and Bush during 
which Mrs Thatcher was praised 
for her ‘stand against apartheid 
and racism’ and thanked for her 
help in securing his release. 
More accurately, Mandela in- 
dicated that the armed struggle 
would soon end in exchange for 
the release of political prisoners. 
In an interview in New Nation 
(27 July-2 August) Thabo Mbeki, 
ANC International Affairs direc- 
tor, said that a suspension of the 
armed struggle was the logical 
outcome of the Groote Schuur 
Minute, and certainly no one 
could dispute that. The scene 
was now being set for the next 
round of talks on 6 August. 

The regime, however, was 
also well aware of the implica- 
tions of Groote Schuur, and in 
the lead up to the launch rally of 
the SACP at the end of July, 
authorised a swoop on leading 
Umkhonto we Sizwe and SACP 
members claiming a coup plot. 
‘Mac’ Maharaj, Billy Nair and 
about 40 others were detained 
under s29 of the Internal Securi- 
ty Act (ISA). Ronnie Kasrils and 
Chris Hani, leading figures in 
Umkhonto we Sizwe, had to go 
underground despite the tem- 
porary immunity granted in 
May. In response the ANC 
leadership stated that the deten- 
tions would not interfere with 
the 6 August talks. 

Following the talks on 6 Aug- 
ust, which were hailed as suc- 
cessful, the Pretoria Minute set 
out a programme for the release 
of political prisoners between 1 
September and 31 December, 
and the ANC confirmed the cess- 
ation of the armed struggle, 
although the terms of this are as 
yet unclear. Both Chris Hani and 
Winnie Mandela stated that the 
armed struggle will resume if 
negotiations. break down, but 
sections of the ANC leadership 
are less keen to make such 
clarifications. 

There is more at issue here. 
The ANC leadership had all 
along maintained that these 
were ‘talks about talks’ and that 
negotiations would only start 
when the five conditions of the 
Harare Declaration (OAU, Oct- 
ober 1989) were fulfilled. The 
conditions were said to be non- 
negotiable, but in fact the ANC 
has found itself negotiating 
these terms. The armed struggle 
has ceased in exchange for the 
promised release of political 
prisoners. Detentions are still 
taking place. The State of Emer- 
gency has not ended in Natal 
and the provisions of the ISA be- 
ing used in current conflicts 


look increasingly like emer- . 


gency powers. Political trials 
have not ceased although there 
is a moratorium on hangings. 
Troops have been welcomed in- 
to Natal and may be used else 
where if conflict continues. 

The problem goes deeper. On- 
ly a few weeks ago it was argued 
by Mandela that sanctions 
would remain until the imple- 
mentation of a non-racial con- 
stitution. More recently he has 
offered an end to sanctions in ex- 
change for a statement of intent 
Most people believed that the 
ANC was committed to a consti- 
tuent assembly elected on the 
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basis of one person one vote, to 
draft the new constitution. But 
on 12 August the Sunday Star 
reported that plans are being 
made for an interim government 
with the ANC sharing power 
with the Nationalists and that 
the ANC is willing to com- 
promise on the demand for an 
elected constituent assembly: ‘A 
more informal negotiating for- 
um representing major political 
groupings is said to be more 
likely’. 

The ANC’s failure to demon- 
strate control of its supporters in 
the current conflicts has put it 
under pressure to produce the 
goods, but at the negotiating 
table de Klerk looks more in con- 
trol. De Klerk is unlikely to con- 
cede an elected constituent as- 
sembly voluntarily since sup- 
port for the Nationalists has 
plummeted, The latest opinion 
polls indicate that if a white- 
only election were held now, the 
ultra-right Conservative Party 
would take power. To. deal with 
this, the Nationalist Party an- 
nounced in August that mem- 
bership would be open to 
blacks, and an alliance with In- 
katha is rumoured. For his part, 
Buthelezi has announced that he 
occupies the centre ground of 
the political spectrum, with 
both the ANC and the National- 
ists moving in his direction. He 


has promised to form an allian 
with whichever arrives at tl 
centre first. 

Following publication of t! 
Pretoria Minute, Mandela 1 
sponded toa question ina tele 
sion interview asking about t! 
possibility of an ANC/Nationé 
ist Party alliance: ‘In a way the 
is an alliance now-we ha 
started some form of allian 
already’. This is undoubted 
true and it is the nub of the issu 
The ANC has always been 
broad alliance of forces agair 
apartheid. Whilst trying 
maintain the support of the re 
ical township youth, it is me 
ing overtures to conservati 
bantustan leaders, and Sow 
African and foreign business i 
terests. Now the Nationalist P: 
ty is to form part of the allianc 
The question must be asked he 
long can such a cross cle 
alliance withstand the press 
of totally conflicting interes' 
As part of an Interim Gov 
ment, how will the ANC 
with township unrest, armed : 
tions by the PAC or BCM. 
trade union struggle whi 
might destabilise the negot 
tions? And how far will its o 
capacity to renew the am 
struggle or open opposition 
the regime have been allowed 
disintegrate before the volc= 
erupts? @ 


On compromises 


How have the newly launched 
Communists responded to the 
current situation? The African 
Communist, journal of the 
South African Communist Par- 
ty, in its latest editorial (No 122 
Third Quarter 1990) argues that 
there is now a dual power situa- 
tion: ‘The regime controls the 
civil service and the security ap- 
paratus, but the ANC controls 
the streets’. This is arguable and 
it may be that recent events have 
overtaken this standpoint. It 
goes on to argue that the libera- 
tion movement is clear in its 
adherence to principle whilst 
the regime is dithering and un- 
certain. In reply to those ‘who 
cry “sell out” and “treason” ' (so 
we assume there must be such 
voices) it quotes Lenin: 


‘The term compromise in 
politics implies the surrender 
of certain demands, the re- 
nunciation of part of one’s 
demands, by agreement with 
another party. The usual idea 
the man in the street has 
about the Bolsheviks, an idea 
encouraged by a press which 
slanders them, is that the Bol- 
sheviks will never agree to a 
compromise with anybody 
... Nevertheless, we must 


Me 


tata ae yi 


say that this idea is wroz 
Engels was right when, in! 
criticism of the Manifesto 
the Blanquist Communi: 
(1873), he ridiculed th 
declaration ‘No comp: 
mises!’ This, he said, was 
empty phrase, for comp: 
mises are often unavoidat 
forced upon a fighting paz 
by circumstances, and itis 
surd to refuse once and for: 
to accept “payments on 
count” .. . ' (Collected Wor 
Vol 25, p305) 


History will judge if the A! 
and SACP have remained tr 
to principles, to their class, 
their revolutionary purpo: 
But those of us who have acce 
tb Lenin's Collected Works c 
judge Lenin’s intention by rez 
ing on beyond the quoted p: 
sage. Lenin was talking abe 
compromise with the Mens! 
viks and SRs, their nearest 2 
versaries, and specifically 5 
compromise with the bor 
geoisie. He did not offer a co 
promise either, without res 
ting the Bolsheviks’ aim: the: 
volutionary dictatorship of 
proletariat. Joe Slovo has 
cently renounced this d 
trine. 
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GORA EBRAHIM 
PAN-AFRICANISM 


THE NEXT STAGE OF THE 
SOUTH AFRICAN REVOLUTION 


The Pan Africanist Congress of Azania (PAC) has been promoted for some time in the bourgeois media 
in Britain as an extremist organisation isolated from the main political developments taking place in 
South Africa as a result of its opposition to negotiations with the racist regime at the present time. 
More recently, however, that assessment is being revised as support for the PAC has grownin the face 


of continuing state violence and no tangible change in the conditions of the vast majority of black 


people. 

Behind the scenes the British and other European governments are talking to the PAC, and the apar- 
theid regime is trying to open negotiations with it. The PAC is becoming a major political force in South 

: Africa. On a recent visit to Britain Comrade GORA EBRAHIM, the Foreign Secretary of the PAC, spoke 
to Carol Brickley and David Reed about the most important developments. FRFIis pleased to publish 
this wide-ranging and informative interview in which the issues of negotiations, a constituent 


- 


What has happened to the PAC since 
2 February when it was unbanned? 
The 2 February statement from de 
Klerk merely recognised the exis- 
tence of the PAC de iure, it was al- 
ready there defacto. The PAC utilised 
this opportunity to strengthen itself 
at grass roots level. 


J MWASA, the 
ers’ Association; the Black 
Lawyers’ Association; and the Aza- 
nian Women’s Organisation. All 
these had been brought underthe um- 
brelle of the Pan Africanist Move- 


" Soon after the unbanning of the 
PAC. the PAM held a Congress and 


_ assembly, township violence and the political strategy of the PAC are dealt with in depth. 


PAC Internal would be given the task 
of the armed struggle and the diplo- 
matic offensive. It was also decided 
that the PAC structures would remain 
intact. That is, that we would now 
have an open internal PAC leader- 
ship, the external PAC leadership 
and structures, and the Azanian Peo- 
ple’s Liberation Army (APLA). There 
were very clear divisions of tasks bet- 


| ween them. 


We have succeeded in strengthen- 
ing the Pan Africanist organisations. 
Reports and surveys show the grow- 
ing strength of the PAC at grass roots 
level. 


Can I press you on that? The British 
press claim that the PAC is isolated 
because of its no negotiations posi- 
tion, and further that the armed 
struggle, by the PAC or ANC, is now 
a fiction. 

Right now what everybody is dis- 
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- cussing inside the country is not neg- 


otiations, but the question of creating 
a conducive climate for negotiations. 
De Klerk claims that by unbanning 
the organisations and by opening, as 
he says, the door for people to come 
and join him at a prepacked negotia- 
ting table, he has met the precondi- 
tions for negotiations. There are 
others who feel that they should 
negotiate the preconditions. 

The position of the PAC has been a 
very principled one. The Harare 
Declaration, which is an OAU posi- 
tion, and the United. Nations resolu- 
tion, unanimously adopted in Dec- 
ember 1989, make it clear that there 
are five preconditions which the re- 
gime must meet in order to create the 
conducive climate. They are the un- 
banning of the organisations, release 
of political prisoners, lifting of the 
state of emergency, the uncondition- 
al return of the exiles, and with- 


drawal of the troops from the town- 
ships. Only one, the unbanning of the 
organisations, has been met. Others 
have been either partially met or not 
met at all. So the conducive climate 
does not exist. We are not in any way 
marginalising ourselves because the 
negotiations have not started. 


In an interview in FRFI in November 
1989, the PAC argued that the Harare 
Declaration in itself would not con- 
stitute a fundamental basis for nego- 
tiations, or create a conducive cli- 
mate. Has anything changed from 
your position then? 

Nothing has changed. What we are 
saying now is that the climate for 
negotiations does not exist. In order 
to pin the conducive climate to prac- 
tical issues, we are pinning it to the 
preconditions in the Harare Declara- 
tion. We do not say that once those 
preconditions have been met, a 
climate would automatically exist 
and we would negotiate. The PAC is 
saying that once those preconditions 
have been met by the regime uncon- 
ditionally, we can then move towards 
the question of a mutual cessation of 
hostilities. That would be the next 
step required under the Harare Decla- 
ration and the United Nations resolu- 
tion. Once that has been achieved, we 
still don’t say that we would nego- 
tiate. We will demand, as the PAC, 
that what has to be negotiated is the 
new constitution. 

This will not be negotiated be- 
tween the PAC and the regime, nor do 
we think it should be negotiated by 
any other organisation and the re- 
gime. It should come about through 
the election of a constituent assem- 
bly, based on one person one vote, for 
all Azanians over the age of 18 ona 
common voters’ roll. It is that body 
that will have the mandate to draw up 
the new constitution. The constitu- 
tion will not be decided by de Klerk; 
it will be decided by the elected 
representatives of the people. That 
position of the PAC remains 
unchanged. 


Again, last year when you spoke to 
us, you said that the five pillars of 
apartheid, the Population Registra- 
tion Act, the Land Act, the Group 
Areas Act, the Bantu Education Act, 
the Tricameral Parliamentary sys- 
tem and the bantustans must go and 
that these demands are not negoti- 
able. How does this relate to the elec- 
tion of a constituent assembly? 

When we enunciated the five poli- 
tical pillars of apartheid, we did not 
look at them as acts in themselves, 
but we looked at them as representing 


the whole ideology of apartheid. We 
said at the time, as you have correctly 
quoted, that these are non-negoti- 
able. The PAC maintains that position 
today. When the new constitution is 
being negotiated by elected represen- 
tatives of the people, these issues will 
not come up for negotiation. 


On what basis will representatives 
be elected for the constituent 
assembly? 

The PAC has put out a document say- 
ing that we must establish a common 
voters’ roll, where every Azanian 
over the age of 18 must register. The 
vote should be for political organisa- 
tions. The elections will not take 
place on a constituency basis. If a 
political organisation for instance 
gets 30 per cent of the vote, then pro- 
portionately they will have 30 per 
cent of the seats in the constituent 
assembly. We have decided that even 
organisations with less than five per 
cent of the vote should have a seat. 
All tendencies, provided they can 
claim to have democratic support, 
must be represented, and that repres- 
entation must be proportionate. 
Given apartheid, given the demarca- 
tion of the country racially, it is not 
possible at this stage to have elections 
based on constituencies. 


In accepting this demand the racist 
minority regime essentially will be 
handing over political power to the 
majority. 

What we are saying is that the con- 
stitution must be decided democra- 
tically and of course the organisation 
that has the majority support of the 
constituent assembly is going to be 
the one that would lead the constitu- 
tional talks, and bring about the 
desired constitutional change. Of 
course, the aim of the constituent 
assembly is to eradicate apartheid, 
not to perpetuate it, not to reform it, 
and not to amend it. Agreement with 
a constituent assembly means accep- 
tance that the task of this body is to 
eradicate apartheid. 


The ANC has now ceased its ‘talks 
about talks’ and is ready to com- 
mence negotiations. Those negotia- 
tions will include not only the five 
points in the Harare Declaration, but 
also issues like majority rule. Per- 
haps the ANC’s strategy is to reach 
an agreement with the regime, 
rather like the agreement the British 
achieved at Lancaster House over 
Zimbabwe's independence, which 
gives some guaranteed rights to the 
white minority, and then call for a 
constituent assembly with those 


guaranteed rights in existence. What 
would be your attitude to that? 
Right now in Southern Africa there 
are two models thet are being bandied 
around. First is the Lancaster House 
type of agreement. The other one is 
the agreement based on Resolution 
435 in Namibia. As you know, in the 
case of Lancaster House, the constitu- 
tion was agreed on before the elec- 
tion. In Namibia, a constituent as- 
sembly was elected which then drew 
up aconstitution. 

In our view, the struggle in Zim- 
babwe was fought on the principle of 
no independence before majority 
tule. That principle was not sacrific- 
ed at Lancaster House. Even though 
the white community in Zimbabwe 
were given 20 seats, they were not 
given the right of veto; they could not 
prevent a two thirds majority chang- 
ing the constitution should the op- 
pressed majority so decide. So it did 
not sacrifice the fundamental princi- 
ple of majority rule. 

The betrayal was that the land 
could be not be repossessed and 
given to Zimbabweans. This was en- 
shrined in the constitution, it could 
not be done even without the 20 seats. 
In fact, Britain and the United States 
failed to give the agreed money to the 
incoming government to purchase 
land. So for us in our country, who- 
ever decides to go into some Lan- 
caster House type of agreement 
would have to preserve that which 
was preserved in the Lancaster House 
agreement — majority rule without a 
veto by the minority. I am sure that 
the PAC would be able to accom- 
modate that provided the fundamen- 
tal principle is not violated. 

But we would prefer the kind of 
agreement that came out of Namibia. 
It is much easier to draw up a con- 
stitution with political organisations 
which have already measured their 
strength in the community, and as a 
result can speak with authority. 

The constitution which is drawn 
up must reflect the majority, reflect 
their aspirations. It cannot reflect that 
if there is horse-trading prior to an 
election. 


What is going to force the regime to 
allow elections for a constituent 
assembly? 

The regime has tried imprisonment, 
brute force, hanging, dividing our 
people through the Tricameral Parli- 
ament. They have failed. Now they 
are trying to work out some kind of 
power sharing with a white veto. 
There is no need for the oppressed 
majority to acquiesce to this. We have 
been waging a very consistent and 


principled struggle to eradicate apar- 
theid, and apartheid basically, as far 
as we are concerned, is white domi- 
nation. So why accept it in another 
guise? The international community 
is also demanding democracy, and 
we have put forward a clear, demo- 
cratic principle. We believe therefore 
that we will gain both internal and in- 
ternational support. I believe that the 
more our people are united, the more 
we can unite the international com- 
munity behind this democratic prin- 
ciple. I do not see what else de Klerk 
can do other than finally accede to the 
democratic rights of our people. 


Just one final thing on the constituent 
assembly: the PAC would accept the 
democratic outcome whatever it 
was? 

Yes. This is‘a very important princi- 
ple for the PAC and for every other 
organisation. Let us accept the ver- 
dict of our people whatever it is and 
work from there. We of the PAC have 
made it abundantly clear that yes, we 
will go to our people for a verdict and 
a mandate; whatever verdict and 
whatever mandate they give us, we 
will accept it. 


To return to the issue of the armed 
struggle. 

In the view of the PAC, internal strug- 
gle including the armed struggle, in- 
ternational isolation and sanctions 
have been the factors that have forced 
de Klerk to do what he is now doing. 

There are those who say that the 
armed struggle has not been effec- 
tive. But you have to be very precise 
about it. There is first and foremost 
the commitment to armed struggle. 
And secondly there is the armed 
struggle itself. No one can wage an 
armed struggle without a commit- 
ment to armed struggle; that is the 
first important stage. It is true that we 
have not been able, due to very many 
reasonis, to develop the armed strug- 
gle to our subjective desires. We ac- 
knowledge that. But it is wrong to say 
that the armed struggle has not been 
effective. If it has not been effective, 
and if it is merely rhetorical, why is 
the racist regime so adamant that we 
must renounce it? 

They know what the armed strug- 
gle is all about because their police, 
their army and their institutions have 
all been targets of the liberation 
movement, particularly APLA, De 
Klerk himself has acknowledged that 
he has been disturbed by the number 
of police killed in the last year and 
shocked at the rate of resignations 
from the police force — at one stage 22 
a week-—precisely because of the 


armed struggle. You should not re- 
gard armed struggle simply as pull- 
ing the trigger, because armed strug- 
gle is a process. Are the liberation 
movements recruiting people to train 
them militarily ornot? The PAC is do- 
ing that. Is the PAC able to move men 
and materials into the country? Yes, 
the regime knows we are able to do 
that. Has the regime been carrying 
out specific attacks? Yes, they have 
been doing that. Only a month ago 
the regime unleashed its special 
squad to eliminate an entire family, 
the Chand family, onthe borders with 
Botswana. They didn’t do that for 
nothing. It was precisely because 
they believed that the Chand family, 
and particularly Mr Sam Chand him- 
self, were involved with APLA and 
PAC activities. 

The armed struggle has two very 
important roles to play: the-psycho- 
logical role, used as a pressure 
against your enemy, and the actual 
role of the armed struggle. Both have 
to be maintained so that the struggle 
is pursued along correct lines. 


Is that the process of forcing de 
Klerk, orthe regime, to acknowledge 
the necessity for a constituent 
assembly? 

No. Our objective is to end apartheid. 
The constituent assembly with the 
formula we have put out is one of the 
many options. The armed struggle 
still remains an option to overthrow 
the regime. We have a political op- 


tion but we still maintain the option 
of the armed struggle. 


Can we come to the question of the 
violence in the townships? 

The PAC is not directly involved in 
the internecine conflict that is cur- 
rently taking place. That does not 
mean that the PAC is not concerned. 
We have carried out a very thorough 
analysis of the violence and conclud- 
ed first that the violence is a product 
of apartheid. For instance, the ex- 
istence of the bantustans, particular- 
ly the KwaZulu homeland, is respon- 
sible for the escalation of violence, 
firstly because of the ethnicity which 
it engenders; secondly, Gatsha 
Buthelezi, the chief minister of 
KwaZulu homeland, has appointed 
himself minister of police and has 
been negotiating with Adrian Vlok to 
get weapons for the KwaZulu police 
which he has then channelled to 
Inkatha. 

Also because of the bantustan 
structures, single-sex hostels for 
migrant labourers have been created 
in the townships, particularly in the 
Transvaal. These hostels are islands 
of ethnic groupings and conflict has 
erupted between them and the com- 
munity. This is a development caus- 
ed by apartheid. It is in the interest of 
the apartheid system to say, “You see, 
if we give these people freedom, what 
are the consequences going to be? 
The blacks are going to massacre 
blacks.’ 

Another cause of the conflict is that 
some political tendencies try to im- 
pose their political views by force in 
order to establish hegemony in cer- 
tain areas. We believe that this is un- 
democratic and must certainly lead to 
violent conflict. 

It is very important that a demo- 
cratic culture among the oppressed 
be established with a recognition that 
there are different political tenden- 
cies; that every political organisa- 
tion, provided that it doesn’t ad- 


vocate racism and ethnicity, should. 


be allowed to put forward its policies 
and programme in order to win the 
support of the majority of people. In 
this regard PAC President Zephania 
Mothopeng has written to both 
Buthelezi and Nelson Mandela of the 
ANC, calling on them to end this 
senseless carnage, and he has also of- 
fered to mediate. Buthelezi has pub- 
licly acknowledged this offer but-we 


_are still waiting for the ANC to 


positively respond. 

Some may ask, can the PAC play a 
role in this? There were clashes be- 
tween the PAC and ANC, in places 
like Uitenhage and Vosloorus. In 
both places the leadership:condemn- 
ed the internecine conflicts and then 
got the grass roots organisations to 
sign agreements stating that they 
must recognise the democratic rights 
of all organisations to put forward 
their policies without intimidation 
and fear, These agreements are work- 
ing and are holding up today. 

It is quite interesting to note that 


there has been conflict between A? 
and AZAPO, between ANC and PA 
between ANC and Inkatha, and o 
should ask, why is it that the comm 
denominator is the ANC in all the 
conflicts? It is very important for t 
ANC to critically examine their ov 
actions in order to find out why th 
have ended up as the comm 
denominator. This would also ass 
in bringing an end to conflict. 
After the 1984 uprising the wrath 
the people manifested itself in t 
necklacing of puppets. In the eat 
stages it represented the genui 
wrath of the people. But later it w 
taken up by political opportunists 
order to eliminate genuine leads 
and activists. The PAC played a ve 
important role in putting an end 
this barbaric method of trying 
resolve political contradictions. T 
only organisation as of now that st 
resorts to necklacing is the Sou 
African Youth Congress. We belie 
that it is important that those w! 
have the capacity of educating the 
put an end to this kind of thing. Ti 
is another form of violence that lea 
toa further escalation of violence. 


Finally, what are the plans of t 
PAC in the coming period to bui 
support for its political standpoint 
There are three things that the PAC 
doing and will be doing in the ne 
future. First and foremost we m 
continue to consolidate work at gre 
roots level. In the last three mont 
alone we have opened 112 more bra 
ches, regions, cells, and offic 
throughout the country. In fact, int 
first two months after our unbanni 
we had something like 120,000 ne 
members, signed, paid-up P# 
members. 

The second thing is we have be» 
discussing with other organisatior 
This culminated in the Congress 
the Oppressed with over 2,0) 
delegates representing different po 
tical organisations on the 7 and 
July. There we discussed three pri 
ciples, that the five preconditio: 
should not be negotiated; the que 
tion of the cessation of hostilities; az 
the question of a constituent assez 
bly, which was widely supported_ 

The third thing is that since @ 
PAC has been banned for 30 years, ¥ 
have not had a national. Congress. V 
have had consultative meetings, b 
we have not had a mass, grass roc 
national congress. The PAC leads 
ship feels that every member, eve 
leader must subject himself to 
grass roots in order to be regulats 
and given a mandate, democratical 
obtained, from the people to contim 
the struggle. The PAC will now he 
its Congress on 19, 20 and 21 Octob 
in Johannesburg, where the PAC w: 
review the last 30 years of its e 
perience. It will map out a strate; 
and tactics for the coming period, az 
also it will elect its leadersh 
democratically and give it the ma 
date to pursue the struggle on < 
fronts 
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IRA campaign continues 


SEAN O'MAOLDHOMNAIGH 


Any attempts to let the politi- 
cal situation in Ireland drift 
out of the news into obscurity 
by ignoring the plight and 
censoring the views of the 
population have been well 
and truly sidelined by the con- 
tinuation of the IRA’s latest 
campaign on the British 
mainland. 

A highly successful series of at- 
tacks on an assortment of targets 
has had the anti-terrorist squad 
running around in circles and 
created a buzz of reaction in the 
media. The ability of the IRA to 
strike at times and places of its 
choosing, stretching the resour- 
ces of the state and striking into 
the heart of the establishment is 
as real as ever. 

The tenth attack this year in 
Britain led to chaos in London's 
Stock Exchange when a device 
was exploded as the place was 
due to open for business. The 
following week on 30 July, Ian 
Gow, Conservative MP and a 
leading figure in the formula- 
tion of Thatcher's policies on 
Ireland, was executed when a 
car bomb exploded in his car. 


The remains of lan Gow’s car 


The state’s reaction to this 
latest attack was the introduc- 
tion of a telephone hotline to 
help gather any information on 
‘strange’ movements within the 
Irish community. Bomb dispos- 
al squads around the country 


have been kept exceptionally 
busy safely exploding every- 
thing from suspicious-looking 
cakes to empty cardboard boxes. 
The armed forces and other pro- 
minent individuals who play a 
role in maintaining Britain's in- 


terference in Ireland have had to 
step up security and take elabor- 
ate means to camouflage their 
identities. The Royal Horse Ar- 
tillery recently turned out to cel- 
ebrate the Queen Mother’s birth- 
day and found they had to 
change in the civilian bus they 
were travelling in rather than 
risk revealing themselves while 
enroute. 

With all this extra precaution 
and Intelligence apparatus mob- 
ilised, the police have nothing 
to show as the IRA continues to 
strike at will. This lack of results 
has led the representatives of the 
police to offer their solution to 
the situation: they intend to ‘sift 
through the whole Irish com- 
munity’ to harass and terrorise 
for any snippet of information 
they can squeeze out of them. 

With the police at sixes and 
sevens as to where will be next, 
the IRA has said that ‘until the 
British government which legis- 
lates for and sustains the oc- 
cupation of the Six Counties, ab- 
andons its futile military cam- 
paign, ends partition and recog- 
nises the Irish people’s right to 
self-determination and democ- 
racy, the IRA will continue to 
strike whenever and wherever 
the opportunity arises,’ 


Show trials 
of Irish prisoners 
start in Germany 


IRELAND SOLIDARITY 


On 16 August, the trial against 
the Irish prisoners Gerry Mc- 
Geough and Gerry Hanratty, 
held on remand in harsh con- 
ditions in West German pri- 
sons for nearly two years, 
finally commenced in the 
notorious ‘bunker’ of the 
Diisseldorf Supreme Court. 
This ‘bunker’ has been the 
scene of many political show 
trials in West Germany’s re- 
cent history, where special 
juryless courts preside over 
controversial cases, the most 
notorious being the trial of the 
16 Kurds for alleged member- 
ship in a ‘terrorist organisa- 
tion’ which will continue to 
run concurrent with the trial 
of the two Gerrys. 

The Public Prosecution has en- 


~ sured the backcloth necessary 


for a sensational trial of inter- 
national significance; some 146 
witnesses are to be summoned 
to give evidence, 14 expert wit- 
nesses are to be called to provide 
specialist knowledge where 
needed. One of these expert 
witnesses, a handwriting spec- 
ialist by the name of Ockelmann, 
has already been publicly dis- 
credited although the Public 
Prosecution readily availed of 
his services in the past to convict 
prisoners to long sentences in 
highly dubious cases. A hand- 
ng analysis conducted by 
Ockelmann is supposed to 
link the two Gerrys to the explo- 


sion at the British Army barracks 
in Duisburg in summer 1988. 
Even the renowned Association 
of Forensic Handwriting Speci- 
alists in Germany has officially 
distanced itself from Ockel- 
mann due to his outrageously 
inaccurate findings and the 
Public Prosecution has now 
even stripped him of his office. It 
remains to be seen how Ockel- 
mann’s handwriting analysis 
will stand up in the forthcoming 
trial of the two Gerrys, particul- 
arly as his ‘evidence’ forms the 
basis of the Duisburg charge. 

There can be no doubt that the 
West German Public Prosecu- 
tion are out to make scapegoats 
of the two Gerrys at a time in 
which the IRA is intensifying its 
operations in Western Europe. 
The function of the trial is clear- 
ly to publicly announce the IRA 
as a ‘terrorist organisation’ — its 
aim is not simply to sentence the 
two Gerrys for alleged offences 
against British Army installa- 
tions on West German soil. The 
Irish liberation struggle as a 
whole is to be criminalised and 
condemned in Western Europe. 
In this way, European anti-ter- 
rorist norms should be created 
for dealing with national liber- 
ation organisations. West Ger- 
many is clearly setting an exam- 
ple for repressing struggles and 
conflicts in Western Europe 
where other countries such as 
France, Belgium and the Nether- 
lands seem still to be behaving 
more cautiously. Mf 

Ireland Solidarity, Giessen, W Germany 
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Gerry McGeough 


@ Here in Frankenthal, where 
I’ve been held since 31 August 
1988, the conditions include: 5 
months total solitary confine- 
ment; arms handcuffed behind 
my back during recreation for 
116 consecutive days despite 
the heavily armed security pre- 
sence; the prohibition against 
attending religious services or 
partaking in sports, as well as 
access to educational facilities. 
In short, I was subjected to 
cruel,’inhuman and degrading 
treatment which was totally 
inexcusable and unnecessary 
from a ‘security’ point of view 
and was, quite obviously, a tac- 
tic aimed at ‘breaking’ me! 

Whilst there has recently 
been some slight lifting of the 
restrictions, basically nothing 
has changed. By judicial de- 
cree, lam permanently heldina 
small maximum security cell in 
the prison punishment block 
and, other than one hour's re- 
creation each morning, spend 
the entire day under lock and 
key! 

The type of official mentality 
which has sanctioned these de- 
plorable prison conditions has 
been extended to the general 
‘investigation’ . In this field, the 
code of conduct appears to have 
been drawn up by Machiavelli. 
In the months after our arrest, at 


Gerry Hanratty 


least sixinternational police for- 
ces engaged in frantic activity in 


an effort to secure ‘evidence’ to | 


support the charges which had 
been levelled against us. 
Among other things, diplo- 
matic pressure was brought to 
bear on the Swedish govern- 
mentin an attempt to have them 
betray their own rules and make 
available highly confidential 
alleged political asylum papers 
for police use in the ‘investiga- 
tion’. These papers were sup- 
posedly given to the Swedish 
political refugee authorities by 
me while allegedly seeking 
political asylum in that country 
in 1983. The Swedes, who like 
to promote themselves as guar- 
dians of international demo- 
cracy, justice and human 
rights, gave in to pressure and 
the normally slow-moving 
Swedish bureaucracy moved 
with lightening speed in empty- 
ing their archives of alleged 
asylum papers which are, by 
rule, subject to 50 years’ con- 
fidential security! The outcome 
of all this being that these alleg- 
ed political asylum application 
papers now constitute 90 per 
cent of the ‘evidence’ against 
me in a German legal 
process-7 years after they 
were compiled! @ 
GERRY McGEOUGH 


wow peoneeeeeeeeeeneeeeeosneneseeceeeaneeeee 


British terror 


PAM ROBINSON 


The British war against the 
nationalist community in the 
Six Counties of Ireland still 
continues to take its toll in the 
form of murderous acts and 
atrocities. 

© North Belfast. Loyalists shot 
and injured a nationalist man 
working fixing security grilles 
on a house, The owner of the 
house had only the evening be- 
fore been informed that he was 
ona loyalist death squad list by 
the RUC. 

© Saturday 7 July, Enniskillen. 
Two off-duty soldiers attacked 
and seriously injured Noel Mag- 
uire and Steven McCartney as 
they were walking towards En- 
niskillen town. They were both 
beaten unconscious. Maguire's 
injuries included a fractured 
skull and a bruised brain. Mc- 
Cartney’s injuries included a 
fractured skull, afacial injury re- 
quiring 36 stitches and a serious 
eye injury. A statement by the 
RUC confirmed that one of the 
assailants was an off-duty sol- 
dier but did not mention the 
other soldier. 

@ Sunday 15 July, Lisburn Co 
Antrim. Loyalists shot and kill- 
ed Martin Hughes and injured 
his friend as they were returning 
to Hughes’ home after an eve- 
ning out. The UFF claimed res- 
ponsibility for the killing. 

© Sunday 15 July, Castlewel- 
Jan. The RUC opened fire with 
plastic bullets on a group of 
young people leaving a Wolfe 
Tones concert. During the incid- 
ent 90 plastic bullets were fired, 
injuring several of the youth. 
Geraldine Crane was hit twice in 
the lower back and head and 
knocked unconscious. Whilst 
she was unconscious an RUC of- 
ficer stepped over her and shot 
her in the back at point blank 
range. 

®@ Tuesday 7 August, Cooks- 
town Co Tyrone. British Army 
and RUC carried out house raids 


lasting 12 hours during which 
time residents were held undera 
virtual state of siege. Car dri- 
vers and pedestrians entering or 
leaving the area were stopped 
and subjected to searches. At 
least three homes suffered ex- 
tensive damage. 

@ Thursday 16 August, Co 
Tyrone. 18-year-old Private Jon- 
athan William Boyd of the Royal 
Irish Rangers stole two cars from 
local residents in the early hours 
of the morning. In the first inci- 
dent a family were woken at 2am 
by Boyd hammering on their 
front door demanding their car 
keys. The family, fearing for the 
safety of their two young chil- 
dren, handed over the car keys. 
Boyd then drove their car down 
the road, writing it off in a crash 
half a mile from the family’s 
home. In the second incident 
Boyd demanded car keys from 
another family. During this inci- 
dent he held two children hos- 
tage and threatened to kill both 
of them and himself. After steal- 
ing the family’s car he drove as 
far as Lurgan before being stop- 
ped and arrested. Both families 
agree that Boyd seemed to be 
under the influence of some 
drug. The RUC has since tried to 
play down the incident. 

® Castlewellan Interrogation 
Centre. Patrick McDaid from 
Derry was viciously attacked 
while he was being held in Cas- 
tlewellan interrogation centre. 
His injuries included bruises to 
both his arms and legs, cuts and 
abrasions to his head, a perfor- 
ated ear drum and a neck injury 
causing severe pain. McDaid was 
attacked, verbally abused and 
threatened during four-hour in- 
terrogation sessions carried out 
by four officers operating in two- 
person shifts during a whole 
day. 

@ Wednesday 22 August, Cap- 
pagh Co Tyrone. 40 soldiers de- 
secrated the grave of IRA Volun- 
teer Eugene Kelly, murdered by 
the SAS in 1987. Inthe attack the 
headstone was smashed. @ 
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On its annual delegation to Belfast, FRF! joined the thousands who marched on 
Sunday 12 August to commemorate the 19th anniversary of internment. 
Members of the delegation also visited prisoners in the H-blocks, met the Cam- 
paign for Lifers and participated in the West Belfast Festival, a celebration of the 
culture of resistance to British occupation. 
The delegation was given warm hospitality by local families. Over 250 copies of 


FRFI were sold. 


The Revolutionary Commun- 
ist Group and Fight Racism! 
Fight Imperialism! salute the 
courage and dedication of 
IRA volunteer RAY MacLOCH- 
LAINN who died on Monday 9 
September 1985. He spent 
ten years in British prisons 
from 1974 to 1984. Through- 
out his life, inside and outside 
prison, he was a Republican 
fighter, a socialist and an in- 
ternationalist. Communists 
and Republicans and thous- 
ands of prisoners in Britain 
will always remember him. 


The Revolutionary Commun- 
ist Group and Fight Racism! 
Fight Imperialism! honour 
the memory of JIM REILLY, 
Luton Sinn Fein and Home 
Counties organiser for Sinn 
Fein (Britain), who died on Fri- 
day 26 September 1960. 
Right up to the moment of his 
death, Jim Reilly continued 
his lifelong struggle as a revo- 
lutionary Republican to free 
Ireland from British rule. For 
this he earned the hatred of 
British imperialism which 
hounded him to his death. 


JON KEMPSTER 


WHY IMPERIALISM 


PLANS BLOODY WAR 


The imperialist war preparations inthe Gulf and the Middle East have nothing todo with the ‘defence of 
small nations’, ‘Kuwaiti sovereignty’ or with principles of democracy and national self-determination. 
US imperialism is mounting its biggest military operation since the Vietnam war for one purpose 
only — to ensure that it keeps control over Gulf oil reserves which represent a ‘stupendous source of 
strategic power’. EDDIE ABRAHAMS analyses imperialist intentions. 


The 2 August Iraqi invasion of, and 
subsequent annexation of, Kuwait 
upset a carefully constructed ar- 
rangement which had secured im- 
perialist control of the region. With 
one blow, Iraq became the possessor 
of 20 per cent of the world’s oil 
reserves. With this wealth and its 
900,000 strong battle-trained army 
Iraq posed a threat to Saudi Arabia, 
the other major oil producer in the 
Gulf. 

Under the guise of defending Saudi 
Arabia from Iraqi ‘aggression’ the US 
commenced military operations. 
However imperialism’s real aim is to 
cut the Iraqi regime down to size. 
President Bush expressed frankly 
what the affair was really all about: 


‘our jobs, our way of life, our own 
freedom and the freedom of friend- 
ly countries (would) all suffer if the 
control of the world’s great oil 
reserves fell into the hands of Sad- 
dam Hussein.’ 


Indeed the history of the Middle East 
this century has toa large degree been 
shaped by imperialism’s efforts to 
suppress the Arab anti-imperialist 
movement in order to control the 
region’s oil. Control of the world’s oil 
production and chief oil reserves 
constitute a critical political and 
economic foundation for imperial- 
ism, its wealth, its power and its 
privilege. And the Middle East and 
the Gulf contain at least 66.3 per cent 
of these reserves! In comparison the 
US has only 4 per cent. Saudi Arabia 
has estimated reserves of 252,000m 
barrels. The US has 35,000m. 

The major imperialist powers con- 
sume 49.1 per cent of all oil produc- 
ed, the United States alone guzzles a 
massive 25.6 per cent of world out- 


put. Without a constant supply of 
Gulf oil, their economies and profits 
would suffer heavy blows. The 
United States imports more than 45 
percent ofits oil, 25 percent of itfrom 
the Gulf with 10 per cent from Iraq 
and Kuwait. Japan imports all its oil, 
45 per cent of it from the Gulf with 10 
per cent from Iraq and Kuwait. Ger- 
many, the other major imperialist 
power, imports 97 per cent of its oil 
with at least 40 percent from the Gulf. 
Is it any wonder then that im- 
perialism is prepared to spend 2bna 
month and deploy anything up to 
250,000 troops in the Gulf, in addi- 
tion to 45 warships and hundreds of 
fighter and bomber planes, anti-tank 
and anti-aircraft missiles and a mass- 
ive arsenal of other lethal weaponry? 
Such money imperialism never 
spends on democracy. Democracy is 
not profitable. But Gulf oil is. And in 
many more ways too. 


THE INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE OF 
GULF OIL 


The Iraqi invasion of Kuwait also 
threatens to jeopardise a system of 
reactionary alliances in the Gulf 
through which imperialism has 
strengthened its grip across the Mid- 
dle East and Asia. The Saudi Arabian 
regime is a case in point. It willingly 
does imperialism’s dirty work. It was 
responsible for financing the Afghan 
counter-revolutionaries to the tune of 
billions of pounds, it was a conduit 
for money and arms to the Contras in 
Nicaragua and is the main financier 
of reactionary Muslim fundament- 
alist movements devoted to the erad- 
ication of the communist movements 
in the Arab world. 

Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states 
have also tried to subvert the revolu- 


tionary character of the Palestinian 
liberation movement by pouring 
millions into the coffers of the 
Palestine Liberation Organisation. 
Such funding was designed (and toa 
certain extent has succeeded) to 
strengthen the compromising and 
vacillating bourgeois wing of the 
Palestinian national movement and 
to consolidate its domination of the 
PLO at the expense of the working 
class and oppressed. 

But the political and economic in- 
fluence of Gulf oil extends well 
beyond the Middle East to Turkey, 
Pakistan, India, Bangladesh, Malay- 
sia, Thailand, Sri Lanka, the Philip- 
pines, South Korea and elsewhere. 
Nearly four million migrant workers 
from these countries are employed in 
the Gulf forming 69.8 per cent of the 
labour force in the Gulf states. Work- 
ing as servants (20 per cent), unskill- 
ed labourers in the oil and construc- 
tion industry and in the public ser- 
vices, they enjoy none of the political 
and social rights of local people. In 
Kuwait alone there are 100,000 Sri 
Lankan and Filipina maids. 

These workers send home up to 
$10bn a year in remittances. By no 
means sufficient to raise the mass of 
the population out of poverty these 
sums nevertheless help keep the 
wheel of imperialist exploitation tur- 
ning. Egyptian workers send nearly 
$3bn, Jordanians $1bn, Pakistanis 
and Indians $2.2bn and $2.5bn res- 
pectively. Sri Lanka depends on 
remittances for 40 per cent of its in- 
come, These remittances play a 
crucial role in stabilising the im- 
perialist controlled economies of 
these countries and serve to weaken 
the anti-imperialist movements by 
buying off a tiny section of the work- 


ing class and the petit-bourgeoisie. 

It is in defence of this vast structure 
of imperialist exploitation, critical to 
the survival of imperialism, that the 
US’s awesome military machine is 


being augmented by imperialist 
forces from Britain, France, -Den- 
mark, Italy, Canada, Netherlands, 
Australia and Belgium. West Ger- 
many and Japan are respectively 
substituting for some US forces in the 
Mediterranean and offering financial 
assistance. The bourgeois ruling 
classes of Egypt, Syria, Turkey, Mor- 
occo, Pakistan and Bangladesh have 
also committed forces to the area 
either independently or under the 
auspices of the Arab League. 


THE GLOBAL CONTEXT FOR 
IMPERIALIST ATTACK ON THE GULF 


The collapse of the socialist bloc and 
the effective end of the USSR’s role as 
an international power has signifi- 
cantly added to the brazen and ar- 
rogant militarism and aggression be- 
ing displayed by the imperialist 
powers. For the moment there is no 
countervailing force or influence to 
stem the tide of imperialist aggres- 
sion, Indeed much of the initial im- 
perialist mobilisation received the 
active support of the Gorbachev 
government. Imperialist and indeed 
Soviet ideologues claimed that the 
end of the Cold War ushered in an age 
of world peace and democracy. On 
the contrary. The collapse of the 
socialist bloc has whetted imperialist 
appetites for plunder and increased 
the danger of war. The imperialist 
powers are everywhere moving more 
confidently to carve up and divide 
the world among themselves. The 
speed and unity with which they 
assembled their war machine in the 
Gulf is a manifestation of this pro- 
cess. 

However beneath the apparent im- 
perialist united front there are serious 
tensions and divisions. They are all 
united on the need to subjugate Sad- 
dam Hussein. But this is where unity 
ends. The Gulf is becoming a sphere 
for inter-imperialist conflict as each 
power fights for a bigger and better 
slice of the Gulf cake. 

On 15 August George Bush de- 
clared that: 


‘there is no substitute for American 
leadership and American leader- 
ship cannot be effective in the 
absence of American strength.’ 


This is by no means the standpoint of 
Japanese and German imperialism 
which are presenting a major econo- 
mic challenge to the US’s interna- 
tional position. The US is seeking to 
pre-empt this challenge and is deter- 
mined to sustain its leading inter- 
national economic and political role. 
This is why it is using its massive 
military muscle in the Gulf to secure 
economic gain and defend its exist- 
ing positions. 

Japanese and German imperialism 
are not willing to accept unqualified 
US military control in the Gulf. Such 
control would allow the US an enor- 
mous economic and political lever 
over Japan and Germany who are 
massively reliant on Gulf oil. So 
despite US protests they are refusing 
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to share the enormous financial 
burden which is wreaking havoc 
with the US economy. By helping 
weaken the US economy further they 
hope also to limit its power in the 
Gulf. 

Some sections of the Japanese and 
German ruling class go even further. 
Sensing danger, they are expressing 
discontent with constitutional re- 
strictions on their own international 
military role. A Japanese Self-Def- 
ence Force lieutenant complained 
that Japan was ‘being left outside the 
international political scene while 
other major industrialised countries 
are forming united forces to prevent 
the Iraq-Kuwait crisis from further 
escalating.’ Meanwhile a German 
general stated: ‘The whole of society 
needs to be prepared, not just to ac- 
cept that its troops might have to in- 
tervene in a regional crisis but also to 
support them, Germans have to learn 
that such an action is respectable.’ 

Not surprisingly, the only im- 
perialist government to give un- 
qualified support to the Bush ad- 
ministration has been the Thatcher 
government. Representing a weak- 
ening and declining imperialist 
power, the Thatcher government 
hopes that by clinging to US military 
coat-tails, it too can defend its inter- 
national position and its share of the 
Gulf cake against superior com- 
petitors. Such are the reasons for the 
British government’s enthusiastic 
support for Bush’s military moves. 
Thatcher has taken the initiative in 
imposing a military blockade of Iraq 
which she has insisted include food 
and medicine. Such is the reason why 
she has rounded on the European 
governments for failing to give more 
military support to the US. 


IMPERIALIST TROOPS OUT 
OF THE GULF 


The imperialist intervention is not 
directed exclusively against Saddam 
Hussein. It is directed at all forces 
capable of challenging imperialism’s 
control of the Gulf. The taming or 
destruction of Saddam Hussein will 
serve to strengthen imperialism and 
reaction in the whole of the Middle 
East. It will strengthen the hand of 
Zionism and will further isolate the 
Palestinian revolution and its three 
and a half year intifada. If the US pre- 
vails in the area, the struggle of the 
Kurdish people and that of all oppres- 
sed peoples will be made a thousand 
times more difficult. It will bolster 
the rule of the reactionary sheiks and 
emirs in the Gulf and will inspire the 
local ruling class with the confidence 
to further repress the working class 
and peasantry using guns, whips and 
prisons. 

Driven by a fierce hatred of im- 
perialism and understanding well 
what imperialism is planning for the 
region, the poorest sections of the 
Arab masses and particularly the 
Palestinians have rallied to the de- 
fence of Iraq. Thousands have volun- 
teered to join the Iraqi army in order 
to oppose US intervention. They also 
justifiably harbour a burning hatred 
for the ruling classes of Gulf states. A 
Jordanian expressed a widely held 
view when he said: 


‘the oil rich Gulf states have allow- 
ed the US a free hand with their 
wealth and oil while their poor 
stricken Arab brethren had to go on 
their knees for Arab aid.’ 


Like the Arab masses, the British and 
international working class can have 
no interest in supporting any im- 
perialist intervention against Iraq. It 
is the duty of all British communists 
and democrats to uncompromisingly 
expose and oppose the Labour Party 
imperialists, left and right, who have 
supported the imperialist campaign 
against Iraq and the Arab people. 
Unlike the reactionary imperialists of 
the Labour Party, we call on all work- 
ing class militants, on all socialists, 
democrats and progressives to de- 
mand the immediate withdrawal 
of all imperialist troops from the 
Gulf. @ 


DEMOCRACY IN 
SAUDI ARABIA? 


Saudi Arabia was seized by the 
Saud dynasty and named the pro- 
perty of a single family in 1932. The 
Royal Family, numbering 4,000, run 
the state with US advisers. By 1982, 
its foreign assets were $140bn 
compared with a national product of 
$120bn. Oil revenue is recycled on 
ithe international capital markets 
and on arms purchases from the 
USA, Britain, France etc. 

Between 1983 and 1987 Saudi 
Arabia (population 10.8m) spent 
$7.865bn on weapons: the fourth 
largest Third World buyer behind In- 
dia, Iraq and Egypt. The USAF began 
construction of Dharan airbase in 
1945, placing it within reach of 
Soviet borders. Saudi money and 
military have been used for counter- 
revolution in Yemen 1962-67, Om- 
an 1965 onwards, Egypt, United 
Arab Emirates, Afghanistan, South- 
ern Africa, Central and South Amer- 
ica, Palestine. It is a conduit for im- 
perialist ambitions. When the 1965 
Labour government signed a then 
record military deal worth £120m, 
Defence Minister Denis Healey ex- 
plained that it did not undermine the 
US position in Saudi Arabia because 
the deal was tied in to a British pur- 
chase of US F-111 jets. 

By 1973 Britain had 600 airforce 
personnel in the country. At the time 
2,000 political prisoners languish- 
ed in Saudi gaols, others were pub- 
licly flogged to death or beheaded 
on the orders of Crown Princes. 
Women are in bondage. Half a cen- 
tury of US dominance has not ach- 
leved a single shred of democracy. 


IRAQ v KUWAIT 


The Iraqi-Kuwaiti clash is a contest 
between two reactionary ruling classes 
for control over the wealth and oil of 
the region; a contest which intensified 
with the end of the bloody and expen- 
sive Iran-Iraq war. 

The Iraqi regime emerged from the 
war facing an $80bn debt and declin- 
ing oil revenues as Kuwaiti over-prod- 
uction of its OPEC quotas lowered 
international oil prices to $13 by June 
1990. Angered by Kuwait's role, Sad- 
dam Hussein moved against Kuwait’s 
ruling al-Sabah family. Kuwait's 
$200bn overseas investments, its 
100,000m barrels of oil reserves and its 
massive gold reserves were over- 
whelming temptations, 

In his battle against Kuwait, Saddam 
Hussein brought into play Iraq’s long- 
standing claim to Kuwait. Though 
justified historically, itis being used by 
the Iraqi ruling class to pursue its own 
narrow and reactionary interests. The 
imperialists are trying to whip up sym- 
pathy for Kuwait's ‘right to self-deter- 
mination’. However, this is not an 
issue. Kuwait is an artificial statelet 
formed by the British in 1899 to police 
the region. In 1961, it was granted in- 
dependence. The Iragi government 
under General Qasim announced that 
Kuwait formed part of Iraq and should 
be annexed. Within days British troops 
were airlifted into Kuwait. 

Today Kuwait is a thoroughly reac- 
tionary entity. Only 60,000 men out ofa 
population of approximately 2m have 
a vote. Women have no vote and no 
rights. Nor do the 1.2m foreign work- 
ers. The regime is a mirror of the other 
Gulf regimes — reactionary, anti-com- 
munist and bound hand and foot to im- 
perialism. It is no surprise that they 
have all welcomed the US troops. 

Saddam Hussein is also a vicious 
anti-working class and anti-commun- 
ist tyrant. The imperialist powers are 
not however prepared to accept his 
takeover of Kuwait. He is not, like the 
al-Sabah family, a reliable ally. The 
Iraqi ruling class factions he repre- 
sents display independent imperial- 
istic ambitions. With their massive oil 
wealth and a million-strong battle-ex- 
perienced army, they aspire to become 
a major force in the region capable of 
dictating terms to Saudi Arabia and 
negotiating with imperialism from 
greater strength. B 
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HOW BRITAIN AND USA 
PLUNDER THE GULF 


For 170 years the peoples of Arabia and the Gulf have been 
slaughtered and suppressed in the interests of British imperial 
power. The British fleet shelled along the entire coastline of the 
Peninsula; British troops have poisoned wells, burnt crops, tor- 
tured and murdered Arab resistance; the Royal Air Force has bomb- 
ed villages into oblivion. All of this accomplished by Conservative, 
Liberal and Labour governments alike with the connivance of Arab 
ruling classes prepared to sell their people’s blood and land for 
gold. TREVOR RAYNE examines Britain’s and the US’s bloodthirsty 


history in the region. 


Initial British interest in the Gulf 
stemmed from the conquest of India. 
By the 1880s India contained a fifth of 
Britain’s overseas investment and 
took a fifth of its exports. Lord Curzon 
and later Winston Churchill main- 
tained that India made the difference 
between Britain being a first and a 
third-rate power. To maintain Bri- 
tain’s control over the trade routes re- 
quired a combination of brute force 
and financial inducements — bribes. 

In 1819-20 British naval forces 
burned downastring of coastal towns 
along the Arabian peninsula and 
sank local fleets, calling them 
‘pirates’ for attempting to retain con- 
trol over their traditional waters. 
Trade was seen as a threat and 
destroyed along with the Omani Em- 
pire that stretched to Zanzibar. Local 
leaders were forced to sign a ‘General 
Treaty’. The effect was to exclude all 
other foreign powers from the region. 
Scores of similar treaties were impos- 
ed across the region over the next 
hundred years. 

In 1839 British troops sent from 
Bombay attacked and occupied 
Aden. The following year Hong Kong 
was taken and the Peninsular and 
Oriental (P & O) Steam Navigation 
Company was established. It rapidly 
became the most successful steam- 
ship company in the world, conver- 
ting the Red Sea into a British lake 
and tying together British trading 
operations throughout Asia. 

Disruptions were handled severe- 
ly: when it was reported that 20 
‘Christians’ had been killed in Jedda 
in 1858 the Royal Navy bombarded 
the town for two days until 11 
Moslems were yielded up. They were 
beheaded. The Annual Register 
recorded the hope that Moslems had 
been givena lesson ‘of the irresistible 
power of England, which they are not 
likely soon to forget’. 

By the 1870s Britain controlled 
two-thirds of the Arabian Penin- 
sular’s coastline: from Aden, north- 
eastward to Muscat and Oman, 
Dubai, Abu Dhabi, Qatar, Bahrain 
and up to Kuwait. The hinterlands 
were scarcely developed, there was 
no colonisation. Apart from the 
British ports, the Peninsular was 
driven into stagnation and decay. 

With the decline of the Ottoman 
Empire British forces moved north 
and east to occupy Cyprus 1878, 
Egypt 1882, and southern Persia 
1907. When oil spurted out of the Per- 
sian ground on 26 May 1908 Britain 
had in place a regional monopoly and 
network of political domination over 
the local feudal ruling classes that en- 
sured an efficient imperialist ex- 
ploitation of this most valuable new 
resource. 


US CHALLENGE TO BRITAIN 


The ‘lucky strike’ was made by the 
Anglo-Persian Oil Company (later 
BP) using Burmah Oil funds. Anglo- 
Persian paid £20,000 in cash to the 
Grand Vizier in Teheran for a conces- 
sion on an area almost twice the size 


of Texas, With the defeat of Turkey in 
World War I Britain and France start- 
ed carving up her possessions. The 
1916 Sykes-Picot Agreement gave 
southern Mesopotamia (Iraq) to Bri- 
tain, the north to France. In 1914 an 
Armenian businessman, Calouste 
Gulbenkian, used money from 
Anglo-Persian (BP), Royal Dutch- 
Shell and the Deutsche Bank to form 
the Turkish Petroleum Company 
(later the Iraq Petroleum Company). 
The agreement between the parties 
went into abeyance during the war 
and in 1919 the German share went to 
France instead. The British govern- 
ment argued that the USA had not 
declared war on Turkey and should 
be excluded from the oil deal. 

After the 1922 Lausanne Con- 
ference, Mesopotamia became the 
British Mandate of Iraq. The British 
military commander of Baghdad 
refused to let US oil scouts explore 
the territory. Consistent US econ- 
omic and diplomatic pressure finally 
forced the British to accept US cor- 
porate participation in the Turkish/ 
Iraq Petroleum Company. In 1928 Ex- 
xon (Esso) and four other major US oil 
companies gained a 23.7 per cent 
stake in the company. Thus the US 
entered into Middle East oil. Iraq was 
discovered to have some of the largest 
oil reserves in the world. 

In 1933 Standard Oil of California 
(Chevron) bought oil concessions in 
Saudi Arabia for £50,000. Oil pro- 


IMPERIALISM TOOLS UP: British 
Jaguar jets; US Stealth bomber; gas 
mask practice — the US has more 
sophisticated and plentiful nerve 
and chemical weapons than Iraq 


duction began in 1939. King Ibn 


Saud rewarded the US firm by exten- 
ding the concession to cover an area 
equal to one sixth of the USA. 

At the end of World War II, US 
economic power gave it the means to 
supplant British imperialism as the 
dominant force in the Middle East. In 
1947; when’ Britain announced it 
would have to end its aid to Greece 
and Turkey, the US stepped in with 
dollars and military personnel. India 
gained its independence in 1947, Bri- 
tain could no longer afford the costs 
of maintaining military forces in the 
Middle East sufficient to repel all 
challengers, the Arab rulers were 
growing richer and intent on wield- 
ing a greater measure of state power 
for themselves and Arab nationalism 
was on the rise. 

Indicative was the 1948 Ports- 
mouth Treaty which replaced the old 
British military mission in Iraq witha 
proposed Anglo-Iraqi Defence Board. 
In practice the Treaty meant that in 
the event of a threat to BP’s interests 
Britain would send forces into Iraq, 
the RAF would have access to bases 
in Iraq should it wish to use them and 
Britain would train and arm the Iraqi 
government's forces. The Labour 
Foreign Secretary Ernest Bevin said 
the Treaty was ‘the beginning of a 
new series of treaties, regularising 
and expressing the friendship be- 
tween this country and the Arab 
world’, It provoked huge riots in Iraq 
and the British placeman, head of 
government General Nuri el-Said, 
was forced to resign. He returned to 
power the following year. 

Nevertheless, while British im- 
perialism was intent on holding onto 
its position in the Middle East it was 
increasingly less able to do so. The 
denouement came with Suez (see 
FRFI 64). 

During 1955 British-recruited and 
led forces clashed with Saudi back- 
ed forces at Buraini Oasis on the 
borders of Oman and what is now the 
United Arab Emirates. The Saudi 
forces were US-equipped and fight- 


ing in the interests of the US-owned 
Aramco company. Accusations flew 
back and forth about bribing sheiks 
(the British termed them ‘annual sub- 
| sidies'). Foreign Secretary Harold 
Macmillan said the oasis was ‘vital to 
our interests’. The Saudi forces were 
expelled with two SAS squadrons 
_ and BP not Aramco gained two-thirds 
of Abu Dhabi’s oil. 

_ In October 1956 British forces, 
with French and Israeli support, at- 
tacked Egypt, which had nationalis- 
ed the Suez Canal. The British gov- 
ernment intended to remove Gamal 
Abdul Nasser’s. government and 
seize back the Canal. US imperial- 
ism, alarmed at the protests that 
swept the Arab nations and intent on 
enforcing its regional dominance to 
secure a steady flow of oil, acted 
swiftly. The US Federal Reserve Bank 
sold sterling and in one day a sixth of 
Britain’s gold and dollar reserves 
vanished as the Bank of England tried 
to defend the pound. The US forced a 
humiliating end to the invasion: 
within three months British troops 
had departed and Prime Minister An- 
thony Eden resigned. 

Although the British ruling class 
surrendered its dominant role to US 
imperialism, the British allied with it 
against the threat of Arab nationalism 
and communism to British-owned oil 
supplies. 


US GLOBAL STRATEGY 


In 1950 oil accounted for 27 per cent 
of world energy demands while in 
1973 it had reached 48 per cent. Who 
controls oil controls much of the 
world. Between 1937 and 1967 the 
volumes of West European oil im- 
ports multiplied thirty fold, Japanese 
twenty fold and those of the USA 
fourteen fold. In 1939 Britain con- 
trolled 60 per cent of Middle East oil, 
the USA just 13 percent. By 1960 Bri- 
tain had 30 per cent while the USA 
had 65 per cent. 

During the course of World War II 
the US government decided to get its 
hands on all the means of lifting, 
refining and distributing oil as an in- 
strument of foreign policy. After 
1945 the winning of sources of 
‘strategic materials’ corresponded 
more than ever before to the military- 
strategic aims of the USA as the domi- 
nant power in NATO. 

The Gulf states provide Western 
Europe with about 40 per cent of its 
oil needs, Japan 75 per cent and the 
highest US dependence around 20 
per cent reached in the 1970s; it is 
often nearer just 10 per cent. Substan- 
tial as US domestic oil reserves are, 
US consumption of oil 1945-75 grew 
at approximately twice the rate of US 
domestic production. To reduce its 
own dependence on Middle East sup- 
plies and thereby increases its man- 
oeuvrability in the region and power 
ver its capitalist allies, the US ruling 


Palestinian youth armed with a catapult against Israeli military might 


class diversified its oil supplies to 
Venezuela, Ecuador, Mexico, Trini- 
dad and Tobago, Nigeria and In- 
donesia, The Korean War accelerated 
US control over Canadian oil output: 
by 1953 the US owned 73 per cent of 
Canada’s known oil reserves. 

When the Suez Crisis cut Middle 
East supplies to Western Europe by 
two-thirds, the US transnationals 
were able to maintain 90 per cent of 
normal purchases by their NATO 
allies by increasing output elsewhere 
around the world. 

Middle East oil proved not only 
strategically important to the US rul- 
ing class but extremely profitable. 
Low labour costs, plentiful supplies 
and the terms of local concessions 
meant that every dollar invested in 
the Middle East in the 1950s 
generated three and a half times as 
much oil as each dollar invested in 
the Caribbean Basin. The rates of pro- 
fit of US investment in the Third 
World reveal the following: in 1966 
all industrial investment yielded an 
average of 17.1 percent, manufacture 
9.4 percent, oil 25.7 percent. In 1979 
all industries 29.5 per cent, manufac- 
ture 13.5 percent, oil 103.9 per cent. 
Similar figures obtain for most of the 
1970s when the OPEC cartel was sup- 
posedly creating an ‘energy crisis’; 
the reality was the super-profits of 
the US and British transnational 
corporations. 


US CENTRAL COMMAND 


As the Vietnamese drove on to victory 
a revolutionary wave covered 14 
countries in the period 1974-80. 
Among the victories which the US 
saw threatening its hold on oil were 
Nicaragua, Grenada, Mozambique, 
Angola, Zimbabwe, Ethiopia, Af- 
ghanistan and Iran. Of these only 
Angola and Iran were oil producers 
but US imperialism saw its domina- 
tion of the sea lanes threatened. 

In 1977 President Carter announc- 
ed the formation of a Rapid Deploy- 
ment Force, for instant response to 
events in the Caribbean Basin and 
Middle East. A string of forward 
bases (naval and air) was established 
in Turkey, Israel, Somalia, Oman, 
Kenya, Saudi Arabia, Egypt and 
Diego Garcia. 

By 1981 US military strength in the 
Indian Ocean and Gulf exceeded the 
defence forces of all the region taken 
together. Nuclear weapons were 
moved onto Diego Garcia. From 
January 1983 a permanent US Central 
Command was established to protect 
‘vital US interests’, consisting of 
over 350,000 men. Those interests 
are deemed as covering 19 countries 
from Morocco to Pakistan. The US 
tuling class had in place a force in- 
tended to maintain its rule over oil 
and dominance over the Middle East; 
thereby to sustain its role as the 
world’s major imperial power. 


HYPOCRISY AND BARBARISM 


the imperialist record 


George Bush justifying imperialist 
war preparations against Iraq pro- 
claimed, ‘There is no place for this 
sort of naked aggression in today’s 
world.’ Supporting him, Thatcher 
claimed that unless Iraq was sub- 
jugated ‘other small nations... 
which could never feel safe’. This is 
nauseating hypocrisy. Below are 
but a few recent examples of im- 
perialism’s unrivalled hypocrisy and 
its bloody record of war and plunder 
against small nations. 

@ SANCTIONS The imperialists 
and Thatcher in particular have 
stubbornly refused to impose sanc- 
tions on the apartheid regime which 
has butchered tens of thousands of 
people both in South Africa and in 
the course of invasions into neigh- 
bouring states. They have stubborn- 
ly refused to impose sanctions on 
israel despite its record of genocide 
against the Palestinian people. 
Even in 1982, when Israel invaded 
Lebanon and murdered 20,000, the 
imperialists refused to impose 
sanctions. Zionism and apartheid 
are too profitable for imperialism. 

@ IRELAND In 1969, the British 
(Labour) government sent troops to 
the Six Counties of Ireland to sup- 
press the nationalist movement’s 
struggle for democratic rights. In 
1971 500 people were rounded up 
and interned without trial. Many 
were so brutally tortured that Britain 
was found guilty in the European 
Court and Commission. In January 
1972, British troops gunned down 
14 unarmed civilians at a peaceful 
demonstration. Since then, the Brit- 
ish record has been one of torture, 


murder and violence against the 
Irish people. 

@ VIETNAM For 20 years until 
1975 the US imperialists dropped a 
total of 14.5 million tons of explo- 
sives on the country, the equivalent 
of 700 Hiroshimas! 400,000 thou- 
sand tons of napaim, 72 million 
litres of chemical defoliants turned 
vast tracts of the country into dust 
and ashes. By 1968, over half a 
million US troops were operating in 
Vietnam. Four million Vietnamese 
were murdered. 

@ GRENADA On 25 October, the 
US army invaded Grenada, a tiny 
Caribbean republic whose revolu- 
tion led by Maurice Bishop and 
the New Jewel Movement had im- 
proved the lot of the impoverished 
masses. In their indiscriminate 
bombing and shooting, the US 
military murdered 1,500 people. 
The equivalent of 2m US dead. US 
forces even bombed a mental hos- 
pital killing 47 patients and nurses. 
@ LIBYA On 15 April 1986, 100 US 
planes, flying from British bases, 
dropped 200 tons of explosives on 
the cities of Tripoli and Bengazi. 
Their aim was to kill Libyan leader 
Colonel Gadafy and provoke a coup 
against his popular government. 43 
Libyans were killed. This followed 
the March 1986 US attack in Libyan 
waters on Libyan patrol boats which 
cost over 100 lives. 

™@ PANAMA In December 1989 
26,000 US troops invaded Panama. 
They destroyed working class dis- 
tricts killing an estimated 7,000 
people. Mass graves are still being 
discovered. 


JON KEMPSTER 


imperialists didn’t give adamn 
when Iraq gassed thousands of 
Kurds in 1988 


on for Kurdistan! 


Kurdistan, with a population of nearly 30 million, has been divided 
between and oppressed by the ruling classes of Turkey, Iran and 
traq. Imperialism has for 70 years collaborated with these regimes 
in their savage repression of Kurdish people fighting for 


self-determination. 


To retain control of Kurdish oil fields 
and rich agricultural land, the Iraqi 
government has pursued a genocidal 
war against four million Kurds. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of Kurdish peas- 
ants have been forced out of their 
villages by the Baathist army and air 
force. For over 30 years the Kurdish 
people have fought back. In March 
1988 5,000 Kurdish people were 
slaughtered by gas bombs dropped 
on Halabja, and 10,000 more were 
murdered by gas in other villages. 
The arms, credits and technology to 
conduct this bloody war have been 
supplied by the imperialists. 

So long as Saddam Hussein was 
murdering Kurds, Iranians or com- 
munists the imperialists were happy 
with him. Only when he snatched 
Kuwaiti oil did they consider him a 
‘dangerous criminal’. 

The Turkish government has sta- 
‘tioned 100,000 Turkish troops in 
Kurdistan and is using the Gulf crisis 


as a pretext for another genocidal 
assault against Turkey’s 15 million 
Kurds, .and against the National 
Liberation Front of Kurdistan in par- 
ticular. As in Iraq, the Turkish 
government has bombed, burned, 
destroyed and depopulated hun- 
dreds of Kurdish villages. The jails of 
Diyarbakir, Dersim and other major 
towns are full of political prisoners 
forced to endure unbelievable bru- 
tality. 

The struggle for Kurdish self-deter- 
mination is a central component of 
the anti-imperialist revolutionary 
struggle in the Middle East. In Iraq, 
the Kurdish people’s struggle for self- 
determination and democracy is 
also a struggle for democratic rights 
for Iraqi workers and peasants. 
Communists must make common 
cause with the Kurdish people and 
break the imperialist silence by 
demanding: 

Self-Determination for Kurdistan! 
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BRITISH HANDS OF 
THE MIDDLE EAS 


FINANCE CAPITAL 


Fifteen transnationals control the 
marketing of 20 major commodities. 
Just six account for over half the global 
trade in oil. They are part of the empire 
of finance capital: the merging of bank- 
ing and industrial capital into giant 
cartels with interlocking ownership 
and command. 

EXXON/ESSO - tied through loans, 
share capital and mutual directorships 
to Chase Manhattan Bank. Chase is the 
financial pivot around which revolve 
IBM, McDonnell-Douglas, Boeing, 
Caterpillar, Goodyear, United Tech- 
nologies... 

SHELL - Shell USA is part of the 
Chemical Bank group, including Lock- 
head, American Cable, Sears Roebuck, 
US Rubber and Woodwork. Shell UK is 
bound to Barclays, Rothschilds, Royal 
Bank of Scotland, Lazards, the Pearson 
Group, Standard Life, Rolls Royce and 
Hawker-Siddeley. 

MOBIL - the financial core is First Na- 
tional City Bank (Citicorp). Pan Am, 
RCA, Kimberley Clark, Kennecott are 
some of this cartel. 

BP - long at the heart of British cap- 
ital, it méshes with the Bank of Eng- 
land, National Westminster, Lloyds 
Bank, Rothschilds, Standard Charter- 
ed, Barings, P&O, BAT... 

TEXACO - combines money from the 
Morgan Guaranty Trust and Chase 
Manhattan. The Morgan group con- 
tains Fords, General Motors, ITT, 
General Electric, Coca Cola, Union 
Carbide, General Dynamics. 
CHEVRON - bought Gulf for $14bn in 
1984 so joining the financial empires of 
the Mellon group, Chase Manhattan 
and Citibank. 

Each of these vast combines is inter- 
woven with arms manufacture. Their 
directors rotate their careers through 
boardrooms, high military command 
and government posts. 


‘Monopoly capital . . . is, by virtue of 
its fundamental economic traits, 
distinguished by a minimum fond- 
ness for peace and freedom, and by a 
maximum and universal develop- 
ment of militarism.’ Vilenin @ 


FIGHT RACISM! 
FIGHT IMPERIALISM 
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BRITISH HANDS OFF 
HE MIDDLE EAST! 
IMPERIALIST TROOPS OUT! 
SELF TERMINATION FOR 
KURODIS TAN! 


VICTORY TO THE 
PALESTINIAN REVOLUTION! 


British left fails 
the test 


With the Labour Party backing the 
imperialist war drive, the socialist 
jeft had a duty to mount a united 
campaign to oppose British in- 
_tervention in the Gulf. Instead there 
ere almost as many small demon- 
strations as there are political 
tendencies, propelled by sectarian 
small group considerations. 

On Saturday 1 September, the 
Socialist Workers Party organised 
Hs demonstration. The Revolu- 
tionary Communist Group, Socialist 
Outlook and Workers Power sup- 
ported the march, but were refused 
the right to speak. The SWP refused 
fo announce details of the 8 Sept- 
ember demonstration organised by 

the Hands Off the Middle East Ad 
Hoc Committee, which was initiated 
by the RCP (the next step). The SWP 
boycotted the march. The RCP had 
boycotted the SWP demonstration. 
The Leninist, meanwhile, called 
their own demonstration for 22 
September, which they promptly 
cancelled for lack of support (the 
slogans were imperialists out of the 
Gulf, Iraq out of Kuwait), and when 
they discovered that the Labour Left 
and the pacifists will be marching 
on 15 September with identical sen- 
timents if not slogans. The 15 Sep- 
tember Labour Left march will 
_ almost certainly be supported by all 
the left, anxious not to isolate 
themselves from the remains of the 
British Labour Movement. 

All the British left, with the excep- 
tion of the RCG, has rejected sup- 
port for the Kurds and Palestinians 
as central slogans forthe campaign. 
_ They willbe unable torespondtothe 
_ chauvinist hysteria which will ac- 
company war in the Gulf. Imperial- 
ism will murder Arab workers with 
| fittle opposition. For its part, the 

RCG will be supporting all demon- 

strations called to oppose the war, 

prociaiming the slogans: British 

Hends off the Middle East! Im- 

perialist troops out of the Gulf! Self- 

determination for Kurdistan! Vic- 
tory to the Palestinian revolution! 

JOIN US! 


RIGHT: RCG contingent on the SWP 
march, 1 September 


Following the UN vote for mandatory 
sanctions, Kaufman’s deputy George 
Robertson argued that ‘to make the 
economic blockade bite it is essen- 
tial, if necessary, that Iraqi tankers are 
stopped... ’. Kaufman followed up 


with an attack claiming that the 
government’s response had been 
‘slack, lax and negligent’. He also 
claimed that ‘the UK government 
under Mrs Thatcher doesn’t rank as 
much in international affairs as it 
used to or ought to.’ 

The Labour Party’s response to 
British imperialism’s intervention in 
the Gulf mirrors its response to the 
Falklands/Malvinas war in 1982. 
Then it supported and egged on That- 
cher’s warmongering, now it does 
the same. Then Michael Foot, Labour 


Party leader, stated that the first con- 
cern of the Labour Party was the safe- 
ty and success of the Task Force, now 
Kinnock gives his full support to the 
rapid deployment of British forces. 
Then, Foot explained that any op- 
‘position to the Task Force by sections 
of the Labour Party might have under- 
mined international support for Brit- 
ish imperialism. Now, Kinnock re- 
fused, until the end of August, even 
to press for the recall of parliament to 
discuss the Gulf crisis, because of his 
fear that backbenchers might rock the 
boat. This is called democracy. 


THE LABOUR LEFT AND THE 
UNITED NATIONS FRAUD 


The imperialists have nothing to fear 
from the Labour Left’s position. It is 
more sickening and more poisonous 
than that of the Labour leadership. 
And it is equally reactionary, culti- 
vating the most vulgar illusions in the 
United Nations. Benn and his ilk do 
support an imperialist intervention 
against the Iraqi people . . . but they 
. want it done peacefully. They want a 
‘solution of the region’s problems 
under the auspices of the UN’. They 
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LABOUR BACKS 


IMPERIALIST 
WAR DRIVE 


The Labour Party’s main concern during the Gulf crisis has been to 
make itself more presentable to the ruling class. Intent on proving itself 
a trustworthy imperialist party deserving governmental power it has 
adopted a position even more militaristic than that of the Government. 
On 7 August, before the dispatch of imperialist forces to the Gulf, 
Shadow Foreign Secretary Gerald Kaufman was arguing for ‘a com- 
plete quarantining of Iraq’ ‘by a natural blockade of the Gulf’ and ‘the 
interception of tankers In the Mediterranean and Red Sea identified 
carrying Iraqi or Kuwait oil.’ BOB SHEPHERD argues that sanctions 
represent war by other means, with the same outcome. 


want Iraq to be defeated by means of 
‘peaceful’ UN sanctions, not war. 

What sickly chauvinism, what 
vulgar petit-bourgeois illusions in 
the ‘neutral’, ‘non-violent’ role of 
sanctions and the UN. The United 
Nations has always been an instru- 
ment of imperialism. As the suc- 
cessor of the pre-World War Two 
League of Nations, it was formed as 
an alternative to the Communist In- 
ternational. Before the collapse of the 
socialist bloc, it was not always a 
pliable tool in the hands of the domi- 
nant imperialist power. Now it is, 
and is being used by the US, the 
British government and the Labour 
leadership as a means to legitimise 
imperialist aggression. 

Not only did the UN impose sanc- 
tions on 6 August, but on 25 August it 
endorsed the use of military power to 
enforce them. Only Cuba and Yemen 
abstained from participation in this 
charade. 


SANCTIONS — WAR BY OTHER MEANS: 


UN sanctions, fully supported by the 
USA, Britain, Kinnock and Benn, are 
but one tactic, combined with other 
military, diplomatic and political 
measures, in imperialism’s war 
against Iraq. They are designed to 
bring down the Iraqi government by 
starving the Iraqi people. No one 
claiming to be a socialist should have 
anything to do with any UN actions 
against Iraq. 

Benn and the Labour Left have 
not failed to reveal their real concern 
about the use of military force against 
Iraq: ‘The consequences of the war in 
the Gulf could be tens or even hun- 
dreds of thousands killed and the 
Arab nations solidly united against 
the West’. Tony Benn, like Kaufman, 
has once again chosen to defend the 
interests of the ‘West’. Reject these 
shameless traitors and imperialist 
collaborators. @ 
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GULFS APART Top: Trapped French 
hostages hang out by the hotel pool 
in Baghdad. Above: Refugee Arabs, 
with their ms on their 
backs, walk to the border to live in 
makeshift camps without food, 
water, or services. 


WHITE HOSTAGES 
ASIAN REFUGEES 


The Gulf crisis is exposing im- 
perialist double standards — its con- 
trasting attitude to hostages (white) 
and refugees (Asian and Arab)is one 
example. When Saddam refused to 
allow 5,000 British citizens to leave 
Iraq, the British ruling class and its 
press had a field day denouncing 
Hussein as a kidnapper and murder- 
er who lacked all morality and ‘was 
hiding behind women and children’. 
No British citizen is going hungry. 
They are not being left, without 
clothing or shelter, to the mercy of 
the desert withits scorching sun dur- 
ing the day and its freezing nights. 
They are not dying of disease or 
dehydration. 

No! Such a fate is being reserved 
for more than 150,000 refugees 
from Asia and the Arab world. It 
would cost little to airlift them to 
their own countries. Yet the im- 
perialist ruling classes who can find 
over $1 billion every month to sus- 
tain their military assault on Iraq, 
have displayed a total indifference 
to these refugees trapped in a killer 
desert. The airlift has only begun 
one month after the crisis started 
and because of limited resources 
will take many weeks. Such indif- 
ference is not however without 
calculation. Most of the refugees 
are trapped in Jordan, which has 
refused to join the imperialist bat- 
talions against Iraq. The imperial- 
ists are cynically using the refugees 
as pawnsin their efforts to force Jor- 
dan to join the sanctions campaign. 
Under pressure the imperialists 
have been forced to grant some aid. 
The EC has donated £37m. That- 
cher’s contribution is £1.4m and 
Bush’s little more than £500,000. 
While Richard Branson was launch- 
ing a mercy mission (read publicity 
stunt) to rescue a few white people, 
aid workers in Jordan were desper- 
ately looking for a television crew to 
publicise the plight of the refugees. 
Such is imperialist morality. 


War is good news 
for arms dealers 


The ‘defence industry’ is jumping 
for joy at the threat of warinthe Gulf. 
To their great dismay, the end of the 
Cold War threatened to reduce their 
profits as imperialist governments 
came under pressure to cut military 
expenditure. 

The Gulf Crisis changes all this. 
US Congress is having second 
thoughts about cutting the Admin- 
istration’s staggering $306bn def- 
ence expenditure request. Britain’s 
military equipment budget is $1 1bn 
and due to rise to $14bn by 1994. 
The EC’s total military expenditure 
stands at $43bn and is due torise to 
$50bn by 1994. These figures are 
now likely to rise, not fall. 

Firms like British Aerospace, 
Vickers, Westland and Rolls-Royce 
will make millions more as new 
orders pour in. They have targeted 
Saudi Arabia which, in response to 
the Iraqi threat, has firmed up plans 
to spend up to $20bn on arms in the 
next decade. Israel, also citing the 
Iraqi threat, is demanding massive 
increases in military expenditure. 

Hundreds of millions of people 
suffer starvation, hunger, illiteracy 
and disease. Imperialism spends 
billions on instruments of death. 
Killing means profits, mass killing 
means mass profits. B 
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BRITISH MILITARY 
INTERVENTIONS 


Just a few of the British military in- 
terventions in the Gulf region: 


IRAQ: 1918 anti-British uprising. 1920 RAF 
pioneer use of aerial bombardment of 
civilians on Iraqi villages. Concept of ‘collec- 
tive punishment’ considered justified by 
results. Technique transferred to Somalia, 
NW Frontier etc. 

IRAN: 1905-11 suppression of Tabriz rising. 
4920 Tabriz. 1951 Mossadeq nationalises 
BP, Labour Prime Minister asks Chiefs of 
Staff to draft an occupation plan. 1953 
Mossadeq overthrown in joint British-ClA 
coup. Shah installed. Oil concerns 
distributed between BP, Shell, Exxon, Socal, 
Texaco and Gulf. 1957 SAVAK secret police 
formed and British trained. SAS squadrons 
deployed against Kurdish guerillas. 
YEMEN: 1920-28 RAF bomb Aden 
hinterland revolt. 1962 North Yemen revolu- 
tion: British troops train royalist forces. 
Deployment of ‘ex’-RAF and SAS units under 
the guise of private company. 1963-67 
liberation struggle in South Yemen. 
December 1964 Labour Colonial Secretary 
Greenwood refuses to allow UN-supervised 
elections. Helicopters used in tactical assault 
on Radfan Mountains. First combat use of 
Centurion 105 tanks; next appearance for 
Israeli army in 1967. One thousand pound 
bombs used to depopulate rural areas in 
‘free-fire zone’ ‘strategic hamlets’ type stra- 
tegy used in Vietnam. Wells poisoned, herds 
shot, crops burned. British government 
refused Amnesty International and the Inter- 
national Red Cross permission to investigate 
torture allegations. Torture confirmed in 
1966 report. Methods transferred to Ireland. 
OMAN: 1955-57 Buraini Oasis and Green 
Mountain disputes with Saudi-backed 
forces. Two squadrons of SAS deployed. 
RAF bomb irrigation works and villages. 
4965 and 1970 UN Resolutions call for end to 
British domination of Oman. 1965 Dhofar 
Liberation Front leads guerilla war. Britain 
makes extensive use of RAF bombing and 
SAS. 1970 Britain uses Australian, Rho- 
desian, Saudi, Pakistani, Jordanese and 
Iranian military support against the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Oman and the Gulf. 
General Timothy Creasey, later commander 
in North of Ireland, takes command of Omani 
government forces 1972-75. Returns to 
position in 1981. Omani forces and police re- 
main British-officered through the 1980s. 
Other post-1945 deployments 
include: Palestine 1945-48, Bahrain 1956, 
Jordan 1958, Abu Dhabi 1966, Bahrain 
1971/74, Lebanon 1983, the Gulf Patrol 
etc, etc. 
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Paramilitary soldier attacks a demonstrator. 


KENYA 


The struggle continues 


AM BABU 


The spontaneous riots which 
erupted at the Kamukunji 
grounds, in the Kenyan capi- 
tal Nairobi, on 7 July and re- 
sulted in several deaths from 
indiscriminate police shoot- 
ing, are indicative of the 
underlying class contradic- 
tion between the privileged 
élites and the deprived masses 
of peasants and workers. Al- 
though the situation has now 
temporarily calmed down, the 
signs are that this is only a lull 
before a major storm. 


Kenya is one of the four settler 
colonies in Africa which had de- 
veloped a modicum ofinternally 
integrated economy, complete 
with its own __ bourgeoisie 
(whites) and an industrial work- 
ing class, long before political 
independence. The other three 
are Algeria, Rhodesia (Zimbab- 
we) and South Africa. Like Al- 
geria and Zimbabwe, independ- 
ence was won after a protracted 
guerrilla armed struggle against 
the British colonial government 
and the landowning white set- 
tlers. That struggle is known 
historically as the ‘Mau Mau’ 
uprising of the 1950s. 

In spite of this background, 
Kenya has emerged, ever since 
her independence in 1962, as a 
typical neo-colony. Described 
by the West as a ‘success story’, 
and projected as a model of capi- 
talist development to be emu- 
lated by the rest of Africa, 
Kenya's internal stability has 
nevertheless remained on a 
touch-and-go basis. Anything 
could spark social unrest. 

True, there has been a liberal 
influx of foreign investments, an 
expanding tourist trade, resul- 
ting in a healthy balance of 
payments boom, a rising GNP, 
and acrop of the new-rich élites. 
This, however, is one side of the 
story. The other side is grim. 

This side is characterised by 
extreme poverty, rural stagna- 
tion, ghetto expansion in urban 
areas and massive unemploy- 
ment forming the ‘industrial 
reserve army’. The burgeoning 
lumpen population in towns 
and cities worsens social con- 
flicts, leading to violent crimes 
and even banditry. 

Male and female prostitution 
is rampant, especially in areas 
favoured by Western and Japan- 
ese tourists, as well as near the 


British and American army and 
naval bases, making AIDS a ser- 
ious health hazard threatening 
the very survival of the nation. 

This conflicting picture of ex- 
treme poverty co-existing with 
flourishing wealth is a result of 
the neo-colonial model of eco- 
nomic development pushed 
down the throats of Third World 
leaders by both the IMF and the 
World Bank. Its key element is 
an alliance between the local 
élites and their foreign backers 
to intensify their exploitation of 
humanand material resources of 
the country at the expense of the 
broad masses of the people. 

In Kenya, this alliance has 
been developed to its finest and 
most vicious form. Inaddition to 
their political control, the local 
élites have ‘bought’ out the 
land-owning white settlers as 
part of the independence for- 
mula agreed to during the Lan- 
caster House negotiations in 
1962. According to this formula, 
the British government would 
pay two thirds of the value of any 
of the settler’s farm and the re- 
maining third to be paid by the 
local African buyer. In the 
event, figures would be mani- 
pulated in such a way that the 
local buyer would get the farm 
without paying a penny and the 
British tax-payer would foot the 
entire bill! The local buyer, in 
almost every case, would be a 
top bureaucrat or politician, 
who would then appoint the 
same settler as manager of the 
farm, with himself becoming an 
absentee landlord. 


This has been the case both 


under Jomo Kenyatta, the first 
post-independence President of 
Kenya, as well as under the cur- 
rent ruler Daniel arap Moi. As a 
result of landowning and other 
business activities, Kenyatta left 
massive wealth and assets for 
his family to continue with the 
exploitation of the Kenyan 
masses. 

But the new President arap 
Moi is said to have accumulated 
infinitely more personal wealth 
than Kenyatta in less than two 
years after he took over in 1978. 
In fact, he and Mobutu Sese 
Seku, President of Zaire, are 
said to be among the richest peo- 
ple in the world, sitting on the 
shoulders of some of the poorest 
in the world. 

The Mau Mau uprising has in- 
evitably left its tradition of 
resistance in the country, and 


while some of the fighters have 
been absorbed in the system, a 
large number of them and their 
descendants have been left out. 
One of the ironies of the Kenya 
situation is that some of the best 
of the latter are now regarded as 
‘dissidents’, ‘enemies of the 
people’ etc, and most of them are 
now detained, together with the 
new breed of fighters for demo- 
cracy, such as Raila Odinga, son 
of the veteran freedom fighter 
and former Vice President of 
Kenya, Odinga Oginga. 

The core question in the cur- 
rent unrest is the mounting de- 
mand for democratic change. 
The ruling élites have been con- 
centrating political and eco- 
nomic powers in fewer and few- 
er hands ever since independ- 
ence. The masses on the other 
hand, in addition to being 
poverty stricken, find them- 
selves deprived even of the 
limited political power they had 
in electing candidates of their 
own choice. 

This frustration of powerless- 
ness has been worsened by the 
unfettered corruption in high 
places, including the judiciary, 
which denies the people their 
tights under the law. The 
widening gap between the rich 
and the poor is gaining momen- 
tum, stimulated by the econo- 
mic policies dictated by the 
IMF’s ‘conditionality’ and the 
World Bank’s ‘Structural Ad- 
justment Programme’. 

The most positive result of the 
7 July riots is the new drive by 
progressive politicians and org- 
anisations both within and out- 
side the country, to come to- 
gether in a united front and form 
an opposition bloc. If this is ac- 
complished, there is no doubt 
that, given the current favour- 
able objective _ conditions, 
sooner or later the people of 
Kenya will be able to uproot all 
the oppressive forces in the 
country and restore their in- 
dependence and national digni- 
ty for which thousands of Ken- 
yan fighters have sacrificed their 


lives. History isontheirside. @ 


Abdul Rahman Mohamed Babu is a 
former Zanzibari political leader. He op- 
posed the neo-colonial regime of sheikhs 
which Britain left the island with at in- 
dependence. After the revolution and 
union with Tanganyika, he became 
Minister of Economic Development in the 
new Tanzanian Government. He was later 
detained and since his release has lived in 
Britain and the US. 


10/74 Recent 
developments 


KATE AKESTER 


Following recent develop- 
ments in Strangeways and 
other prisons, there has been 
renewed concern about the 
use of Rule 43 and Circular In- 
struction 10/74. The begin- 
ning of the Strangeways pro- 
test happened to coincide with 
Christopher Hague’s appeal 
hearing, during which he was 
seeking Judicial Review of 
decisions to transfer him 
from Parkhurst to Wormwood 
Scrubs Prison on a 10/74. 


Chris Hague had asked the 
Governor, the Board of Visitors 
and the Secretary of State for 
reasons forthis decision without 
obtaining a reply which was 
either relevant to his question or 
satisfactory. It was apparent that 
the paperwork involved was not 
what it ought to have been. It 
also appeared that there was 
some confusion about the roles 
of the personnel involved. Chris 
Hague had been moved because 
of what he saw as a misunder- 
standing about exercise times 
for Category A prisoners. He 
made the point that he was not 
charged with any disciplinary 


offence, and that at Wormwood 
Scrubs the same situation was 
not likely to arise because it was 
accepted that there were differ- 
ent arrangements for exercise 
there. 

Mr Hague was also arguing 
that these were decisions which 
could be reviewed by the courts, 
and that in certain circum- 
stances. segregation might 
amount to false imprisonment. 
The Divisional Court, in July 
1989, found for Mr Hague on the 
question of the reviewability by 
the courts of these decisions, 
and said that reasons should be 
given for decisions affecting a 
prisoner’s status. However, they 
found against Mr Hague on the 
facts, and rejected his argument 
that segregation could amount 
to false imprisonment within 
lawful imprisonment and attract 
damages. 

Both Christopher Hague and 
the Home Secretary appealed 
against this decision, and the 
Court of Appeal decided that 
Circular Instruction 10/74 was 
an unlawful use of Rule 43. 
However, they made it clear that 
if the Governor in the receiving 
prison exercised his discretion 
about the question of segrega- 
tion and the Board of Visitors 


The Woolf Inquiry 


ERIC ALLISON 


The Taunton part of the Woolf 
Inquiry is over. The Inquiry 
team have adjourned for a 
month. But Taunton went 
much better for prisoners than 
Manchester. 

Latham QC, counsel for the In- 
quiry, instructed his junior, 
Morris, to act directly for the 
prisoners. Unfortunately - and 
unlike counsel for the Home Of- 
fice, POA, etc - he wasn't brief- 
ed. Nonetheless he cross-exam- 
ined staff quite vigorously and 
many admissions (which will 
surely prove damaging to the 
other side) were elicited; for ex- 
ample much was made of the 
fact that staff at Pucklechurch 
kept the boys who came off the 
roof in totally bare cells, without 
clothes, for three days-—and 
they were only boys, remember. 
A lot of serious allegations of 
violence were made by several 
good witnesses. Some of these 
lads (from Dartmoor, Bristol, 
Cardiff and Pucklechurch) gave 
very good evidence indeed and 
gamely resisted all attempts by 
counsel to rubbish their allega- 
tions. Well done to them all. 
How much of their evidence was 
believed remains to be seen, 
(and of course, there will be a 
limit as to how much they can be 
seen to believe inmates), but it is 


a fact that Woolf himself has 
publicly declared his dismay at 
the way in which some inmates 
had been treated. I suspect that 
in particular the people who 
handled the Pucklechurch dis- 
turbance are in for a hard time 
when the report is published. 

So, the position has improved 
since the Manchester hearings 
but it must not end there. Some 
of us out here will be working to 
keep the pressure up, and you, 
the prisoners, must mobilise. 
Don't stay quiet. Fora start, peti- 
tion en masse. And yes, | know 
the feelings that petitions are a 
waste of time, but has any 
prisoner tried to get every in- 
mate to petition? See how that 
would clog the Home Office 
machinery up. Put down to see 
the Board of Visitors. And yes 
again, I know how useless they 
are, but you have a right to see 
them and they've got to listen to 
you. Put down to see them in 
your hundreds; they'll have to 
bring their beds into the nick! 
Write to your MPs— again en 
masse. They’ve got to answer 
you and some of them may ac- 
tually take notice. Do all these 
things and encourage every 
single inmate you encounter to 
dothesame. @ 


The Woolf Inquiry resumes in London in 
the form of public seminars on 26 
September. 


PRISONERS FUND 


Each month it costs £100 to send our newspaper into 

prisoners. A subscription for a prisoner costs £7.50 and 

prisoners cannot afford to pay this. We are appealing to our 
readers to take out a subscription to our Prisoners Fund. 


@ 1 enclose a donation of £ 


to help pay for a 


prisoner’s subscription to FRFI. (Cheques/POs payable to 


Larkin Publications) 
Name 


Address 


Return to: FRFI, BCM Box 5909, London WC1N 3XX 


ISONERS FIGHTBACK 


did likewise, that use of Rule. 
would become lawful. 

Prisoners ought to be trying 
ensure that this is now done. 
particular, they could perha 
suggest to the Board of Visite 
that if they decide to segregs 
them it could perhaps be fo: 
few days only while they asc 
tain the facts to enable them 
make a proper decision. Th 
could be asked to limit segres 
tion to, say, seven days inste 
of the usual 28. 

Unfortunately the Court 
Appeal decided that reasons ¢ 
not have to be given for the 
decisions, and that a right 
make representations did not « 
ist. They agreed with the Di 
sional Court on the question 
false imprisonment. 

During the course of 
Hague Appeal (this was a vs 
eventful time!) another Court 
Appeal held in the case 
Weldon that where there’ w 
bad faith on the part of t 
authorities, or intolerable con 
tions, then segregation mig 
amount to false imprisonme 
Weldon’s case had been appe 
ed on the legal question alo: 
so the merits of the case were! 
considered. The cases of Hag 
and Weldon are going to 
House of Lords together, but w 
probably not be heard ux 
1991. 

One other thing to bear 
mind is that during the Hag 
case great emphasis was 
by the Home Office on the abil 
of the Governor to take prisom 
out of segregation via Rule £3 
which indicates that where | 
medical officer thinks t 
ought no longer to be in segre 
tion, they must be returned 
the wing. @ 

Kate Akester is a practising solicitor 


Picket of 
Wakefield Ja 


On 11 August members and supe 
ers of FRFI held a picket of Wake® 
jail to protest at the barbaric condi 
under which Alan Lord is being hela 
Wing. He isin solitary confinement 
cell within a ceil with no window 
adequate ventilation. 

Wakefield prisoner Mark Sto 
Seed writes in a letter to FRFI: ‘The : 
good thing to come out of my rex 
spell in the block was that | was ab! 
have a brief chat with Alan who like 
got a bit of a buzz listening to 
sounds from the demo outside the : 
at the weekend, Nice one!’ 


Robert Mawdsley 467637, now 
Parkhurst, would like Mister Pe 
contact him urgently. 


Prisoners’ Birthday 
Vincent Donnelly 274064, 
25 September, HMP Full 
Sutton, York YO4 1PS 
Danny McNamee L48616, 
29 September, HMP Parkhur 
Newport, Isle of Wight PO30 
5NX 

Harry Duggan 338638, 

31 October, HMP Full Suttor 
Roy Walsh 119083, 

1 November, HMP Gartree, 
Leicester Road, Market 
Harborough, Leicester LE16 
7RP 

Sean Kinsella 758661, 

5 November, HMP Albany, 
Newport, Isle of Wight PO30 
5RS 

Paul Norney 863532, 

11 November, HMP Long 
Lartin, South Littleton, 
Evesham, Worcs WR11 5TZ 


» FIGHT RACISM! FIGHT IMPERIALISM! 15 SEPTEMBER 15 NOVEMBER.1990 | 
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Poll Tax: millions refuse to pay 


LORNA REID 


Across the country millions of 
people are refusing to pay the 
Poll Tax. The potential exists 
to mount an organised politi- 
cal challenge to the Tax and to 
Thatcher. But this possibility 
is being consistently under- 
mined by Militant. 

Through their control of the 
All- Britain Anti-Poll Tax Feder- 
ation Militant is sabotaging all 
further mass mobilisations of 
the anti-Poll Tax movement. 
One week after Militant aband- 
oned the demonstration in Traf- 
algar Square, Tommy Sheridan 
pledged at a press conference 
that arally would be held in June 
in London. Within weeks the 
Federation announced that in- 
stead of a rally a festival would 
be held in London to greet the 
Glasgow to London People’s 
march. Steve Nally, secretary of 
the London Anti-Poll Tax Feder- 
ation, confirmed a £20,000 bank 
loan was secured by the Federa- 
tion to equip the marchers and 
pay for the festival and £15,000 
was raised by local anti-Poll Tax 
groups. 

In August, the Federation an- 
nounced that the festival had 
been cancelled because of lack 
of funds! Steve Nally now den- 


ies the bank loan was secured. 
At a meeting of the Cardiff Fed- 
eration Jeff Brightman, All-Bri- 
tain Federation committee 
member, claimed that the Feder- 
ation had no funds because it 
was paying off a £616,000 bill 
from the Metropolitan police for 
policing the Trafalgar Square 
demonstration!! Steve Nally has 
denied paying the bill! Who is 
telling the truth? What has hap- 
pened to our money? We dem- 
and to know. 

The Trafalgar Square Defend- 
ants’ Campaign (TSDC) propos- 
ed tothe London Federation on 2 
September that to replace the 
festival a demonstration be held 
on 20 October which would pass 
through Trafalgar Square and 
include in its demands the de- 
fence of all those arrested as a 
result of the battle of Trafalgar 


DEFEND RICHARD ROQUES 
Richard Roques, RCG mem- 
ber, was arrested in Trafalgar 
Square on 31 March. He ap- 
pears in Horseferry Road 
magistrates court at 12pm on 
31 October, charged with 
Criminal Damage, Police As- 
sault and Disorderly Behav- 
lour. The CPS has reduced 
Richard’s charges In order to 
deny him trial by jury. Support 
Richard. Demonstrate out- 
side the court. 


Square. This was backed by a 
number of APTUs. 

Aware of the growing lobby 
for a central London march, 
Steve Nally, from the chair, an- 
nounced that the officers of the 
Federation (all Militant) had met 
and decided on a route for the 
march (avoiding Trafalgar 
Square) and they, the“officers, 
would have sole responsibility 
for organising it. 

This was pushed through on 
the strength of votes from Mili- 
tant members, disguised as (un- 
elected and unaccountable) re- 
presentatives of borough-wide 
anti-Poll Tax campaigns. Mili- 
tant have tried to deflect atten- 
tion away from the disgraceful 
role they played on 31 March by 
maintaining a veneer of commit- 
ment to the interests of the 
movement through their pro- 
mise of another mass mobilisa- 
tion and pledge to support the 
Trafalgar Square defendants. 
Underneath this veneer, Mili- 
tant is determined to control the 
movement on their terms (gov- 
erned by their ties to the Labour 
Party) and will use every unde- 
mocratic method at their dis- 
posal to do so. 

We cannot allow our move- 
ment to be manipulated in this 
manner any more. We must sup- 
port the Trafalgar Square Defen- 


dants’ Campaign and the prison- 
ers; we must support the right to 
demonstrate where we choose — 
not where Militant and the pol- 
ice agree we can march; we must 
demand that our movement is 
accountable - demand that the 
Federation open its accounts for 
inspection by the movement. 
The anti-Poll Tax movement be- 
longs only to those who are pre- 
pared to defend it. 

The real strength of our move- 
ment is being tested on the 
streets, on the estates and in the 
courts. One million Londoners 
are refusing to pay a penny Poll 
Tax. Court hearings against non- 
payers have been turned into a 
farce - some cases against non- 
payers in Camden had to be ab- 
andoned in September after it 
was argued in court that Cam- 
den Council had not voted on its 
new capped Poll Tax rate. Nicki 
Rensten, RCG member, is seek- 
ing a judicial review of Cam- 
den’s Poll Taxin the High Court. 
Othernon-payers in the borough 
who have had liability orders 
granted against them have also 
taken High Court action against 
the Council. 

The first bailiffs’ action in 
London ended in defeat for 
Wandsworth Council when the 
bailiffs bottled out of confron- 
ting the hundreds of people who 


had turned out to defend an es- 
tate in Roehampton in August. 
The tough action promised by 
Scottish regional councils is 
equally unimpressive. Despite 
the pledge of police assistance, 
Sheriff's officers have still to 
achieve a single warrant sale. 
Those really fighting the Poll 
Tax must be defended from the 
underhand manipulation being 
practised by Militant. 


Support the prisoners 
There are over 30 people in gaol 
following the Battle of Trafalgar 
Square and the subsequent ar- 
rests. Support from the outside 
is vital. Send them letters of 
solidarity. 

Peter Chester 0025, HMP 
Pentonville, Caledonian Road, 
London N7 8TT. 

David King RAO711, HMP 
Wormwood Scrubs, Du Cann 
Road, London W12. 

Robert Robinson RAO741, 

HMP Brixton, Jebb Avenue, 
London SW2. 


More details available from Traf- 
algar Square Defendants’ Cam- 
paign, c/o Haldane Society, Pan- 
ther House, 38 Mount Pleasant, 
London WC1X OAP. Tel: 071 
833 8958. 
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Fresh scandals 


L RNA REID 


/ rthur Scargill and his depu- 
t , Peter Heathfield, now face 
c iminal charges under the 
-ade Union and Labour Re- 
tions Act, including failure 
maintain correct records of 
UM funds. This is the latest 
age of the conspiracy to des- 
vy the influence of the NUM 
esident. The conspiracy ag- 
ast Scargill is headed by 
nnock, Willis, millionaire 
ess baron Maxwell, and the 
ok Report TV programme. 
ider pressure, NUM offi- 
als have agreed to conduct 
: inquiry in to the allegations 
ainst Scargill. 
.e Lightman Inquiry found no 
idence of the allegations made 
ainst Scargill. Scargill him- 
lf has convincingly replied to 
the allegations made against 
_m in his pamphlet, Response 
. the Lightman Inquiry, and 
rbally to the NUM’s investiga- 
_ ag team. 
Scargill explained that it was 
cessary to set up separate 
nk accounts to avoid seques- 
tion of vital solidarity dona- 
ms. He shows that the ac- 
unts held by the IMO and the 
> ternational Trust Account be- 
ag to organisations separate 
= »m the NUM. He has not den- 
ix d be secured a loan from the 
MTUI which has nothing to do 
with NUM funds, and further 
this loan was paid back. 

In his response he makes it 
cleer that the Soviet miners’ 
donations of £1.4 million were 
mede into the MTUI (Interna- 
tional Trust Fund), at the in- 
sistence of the Soviet Miners’ 
Union — Scargill insists that had 
the Soviet miners wanted the 
money fo go directly to the NUM 
rether than into the MTUI ac- 
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Sree oO meres 


count this could have been 
arranged. 

Recent statements from the 
Soviet miners’ organisations, 
including the MI6-backed, pro- 
Western Soviet Democratic Lab- 
our Movement, have strength- 
ened the attack against Scargill. 
Leaders of the Soviet Miners’ 
Union claim Scargill is ‘too 
Marxist’ for them and there is a 
move to remove him from 
the presidency of the IMO. The 
SDLM is demanding that their 
money be returned. But new evi- 
dence claims that some of the 
Soviet donations may never 
have reached the IMO account 
in Dublin and were possibly mis- 
appropriated in the Soviet Un- 
ion. Will Soviet miners examine 
their own books or are they con- 
tent to be saddled with a leader- 
ship of the calibre of Willis & co? 

The case against Scargill, sup- 
ported by the official Trade Un- 
ion Movement, has nothing to 
do with alleged mismanage- 
ment of funds, but everything to 
do with discrediting the militant 
tradition upheld by Scargill. For 


Hands off Scargill 


the whole duration of the 1984- 
85 Miners’ Strike Scargill stood 
by his members and their fami- 
lies in the fight to defend jobs 
and living standards. Ranged 
against him were the state, the 
press and media and the Labour 
Party and Trade Union Move- 
ment. But more than this, Scar- 
gill refuses to allow the strike to 
be buried in history — he refuses 
to lie down. He insists on remin- 
ding Kinnock and Willis that 
they were scabs and remain 
scabs. 

Kinnock and Willis despise 
Scargill for what he represents 
and are determined to destroy 
him. Kinnock’s response to 
Scargill’s demand at the TUC 
that the Labour leadership stand 
by its class as the Tories do 
theirs, was to condemn Scargill 
for asking for ‘favours’. But Kin- 
nock does favours for the ruling 
class every day without being 
asked. 

Arthur Scargill must be 
defended. He represents a sec- 
tion within the working class 
which is prepared tofight. Ml 


TREVOR RAYNE 


‘Some men will rob you witha 
six-gun, others with a foun- 
tain pen’ runs the song, but for 
the latter it is usually perfectly 
legal. 

It was something of an exception 
then when Mr Justice Henry pro- 
nounced sentence: Gerald Ron- 
son, head of Heron Interna- 
tional, 12 months prison and 
£5 million fine; Anthony Parnes, 
stockbroker, 30 months prison 
and £444,000 costs; Ernest 
Saunders, former Guinness 
chairperson, five years gaol; Sir 
Jack Lyons, guilty, to be sentenc- 
ed on 25 September. All are 
equal before the law; no one, not 
even Mrs Thatcher's personal 
friends, are above it. The honour 
and prestige of the City is res- 
tored. So ran the fairy tale. 

It took 48 hours, the time it 
took to process the prisoners 
through Brixton gaol and on to 
Ford open prison on the banks of 
Sussex’s River Arun, for the 
story to be reduced to a mocking 
farce. ‘A British allcomers 
record’, suggested the National 
Association of Probation Offi- 
cers, ‘what about the 6,000 
others who are lingering for up 
to eight weeks in local gaols 
awaiting allocation?’ 

Ford open has dormitories 
with partitioned cubicles, a 
snooker hall, gym, sports 
grounds and different film 
shows every night. There is no 
perimeter fence. The select few 
who goto Ford normally doso at 
the very end of their sentences, 
not the beginning. 

The four guilty had engaged 
in a racket whereby £25 million 
of Guinness funds were used as 
inducements to buy Guinness 
shares during the 1986 bid for 
Distillers. It is illegal for com- 


panies to buy their own shares, 
presumably in the sense that 
pundits might be put off if cas- 
ino managers were seen placing 
bets at their own roulette 
wheels. 


This global multi-million 
pound fraud would never have 
come to light if Ivan ‘Greed is all 
right by the way’ Boesky had not 
spilled the beans to the US Sec- 
urities and Exchange Commis- 
sion on Wall Street, forcing the 
British government to take ac- 
tion. No Maxwell-led investiga- 
tion team was put on Ronson’s 
back. No Roger Cook pro- 
gramme probed through May- 
fair clubs and weekend deals 
aboard luxury yachts in search 
of the ‘missing millions’. Far 
from it, Saunders orchestrated 
his own photo-calls with 
children in tow. No tracing of 
corruption into the recesses of 
10 Downing Street, where Mrs 
Thatcher received a letter from 
Sir Jack Lyons in 1986, when the 
fraud was in full swing, urging 
her to prevent the takeover bid 
being referred to the Monopolies 
Commission. She passed the let- 
ter on to the Minister respon- 
sible, Geoffrey Pattie. Ten days 
later, according to Richard In- 
grams (Private Eye and 
Observer), the government an- 
nounced the bid could proceed. 
Sir Jack received a suitable back- 
hander for his efforts. He was 
(is?) a personal friend of Mrs 
Thatcher’s, a frequent dinner 
host and benefactor. 


Nothing is proven against 
Scargill and Heathfield, yet they 
are treated like criminals. 
Saunders and company are guil- 
ty, and féted with the best the 
establishment can provide. If 
you are going to steal, steal 
millions and preferably. with a 
fountain pen. 


Panamanians 
‘incinerated?’ 
and ‘dumped 
in the sea’ 


GARY ROSE 


At a time when the US imper- 
ialists are marauding into the 
Middle East, evidence is sur- 
facing about the atrocities 
committed by US forces dur- 
ing the December 1989 inva- 
sion of Panama. The invasion, 
like the threat of war against 
Iraq, had nothing to do with 
human rights and everything 
to do with world domination. 
The invasion of Panama was 
not launched to oust and cap- 
ture Noriega but for the strat- 
egic importance of Panama. 
The death toll of the invasion 
is not known. So far 14 mass 
graves have been discovered by 
human rights groups. There are 
many more waiting to be found. 
The first mass grave exhumed 
confirmed the absolute barbarity 
of the imperialists. Several chil- 
dren were found buried in one 
plastic bag, two bodies with 
their hands tied behind their 
backs showed signs of bullet 
wounds and a small bag contain- 
ing the arms, legs and torso of 
a woman was found. Human 
rights groups are continuing the 
search for the dead. One vol- 
unteer said: ‘Unfortunately we 
know we won't be able to find 
them all because many were in- 
cinerated and others dumped in- 
to the sea.’ 

According to former US Gen- 
eral Attorney Ramsey Clark the 
number killed was close to 
7,000. The Panamanian Human 
Rights Commission say that the 
dead number 15,000. 

30,000 families have been left 
homeless as a result of the inva- 
sion, The working class district 
of Chorillo was blitzed, shelled 
and finally flattened by US Ar- 
my bulldozers. Many union of- 
fices were raided. Union lead- 
ers, like Juvenal Jimenez, leader 
of the Banana Workers’ Union, 
were arrested. The journalists’ 
union was banned. Stooge min- 
ister in the new regime, Ramon 
Lima, admitted the use of torture 
against those arrested for resist- 
ing the invasion. A prisoner 
who wrote to the new regime 
after being tortured was subseq- 
uently beaten to death. The veil 
of silence cast over many events 
during the imperialist invasion 
of Panama is hiding many assa- 
ssinations, massacres and viola- 
tions of human rights. 

In 1977, due to unrest in Pan- 
ama and growing vexation inthe 
region with US policies, US 
President Carter was forced to 
sign the Torrigos-Carter treaty 
under which control of the Pan- 
ama Canal is to pass to Panama 
and all US bases dismantled by 
the year 2000. The imperialists 
are not going to honour this ag- 
reement and nobody will get in 
their way. 

Noriega was wanted in the US 
for drug smuggling! They invad- 
ed because an ‘innocent US sol- 
dier’ was shot by a Panamanian! 
The truth is that the imperialists 
have not stopped the drugs 
(drug trafficking in Panama has 
grown fivefold) and have scant 
regard for any life. The invasion 
was perpetrated to secure the 
area for US imperialism. Pana- 
ma is intended as a military out- 
post to police Central and South 
America and the Caribbean. @ 


Not scared anymore 


| would like to thank you for 
what you said in your paper. It is 
great and I am not scared 
anymore. 

I would like to tell you what 
happened during the Gartree 
protest which took place on 26 
March. On that morning the 
screws on A wing handed out 
notices which said on future visits 
we can only wear prison T-shirts 
or shirts, Well there are a lot of 
lads in here who have got their 
own tops and some of them are 
quite dear so we agreed to have a 
protest at dinnertime. 42 of us 
refused to go back to our cells. We 
built barricades and only came 
out on the condition that nobody 
will be shanghaied ie, 10/74, 
ghosted, lie down etc. 

On 28 March I was told I was 
moving and was taken to 
Shrewsbury. I was trying to find 
out how long I was going to be at 
Shrewsbury and I had a brain 
storm and went mad. They 
handcuffed me and took me into a 
van. When | asked where I was 
going I was attacked and woke up 
in Bedford just as we were going 
through the gate. At the reception 
I was told I was on GOAD and was 
taken to the blocks and met other 
lads who had been involved in 
protests in Gartree, Strangeways, 
Dartmoor, Bristol and Long 
Lartin. 

Weare all fighting back against 
the way the system is treating us. 
My local nick is Winson Green 
and there I have been beaten by 
six screws at a time. It is very 
frightening to know that the 
screws in the Green can kill you 
and get away with it and you are 
scared stiff to say anything as you 
know what you are going to get if 
you tell. I thought who is going to 
listen to me — no-one. That is 
until I read your great newspaper 
especially about the prison revolt. 
I've been beaten in the blocks at 
Nottingham, Lincoln and Winson 
Green. I used to go on visits to see 
my wife and lie to her about how I 
got marks on my body as I was 
scared stiff — all the lads who have 
been through it know what Iam 
talking about. 

Only for your newspaper I 
would still have said nothing. It 
has given me the courage to say 
what is happening. Thank you for 
your time and I would like to 
receive your paper regularly. 
CHARLIE McDERMOTT W60371 
HM Prison Gartree, Market 
Harborough, Leicester LE16 7RP 


Poll Tax-acon 


I am a single parent and live in 
Islington, | ama registered 
childminder and I don't pay my 
Poll Tax. I have applied for safety 
equipment on a number of 
occasions which, as a registered 
childminder, Iam supposed to get 
help with, along with a number of 
other things. Each time] am 
refused the equipment by 
Islington council, Iam told that 
they have no funding. But know 
of other childminders who got the 
equipment that they require — 
they all pay their Poll Tax. 

I know I could pay the £1.92 per 
week I am due supposed to pay as 
Iam entitled toa 20% rebate, but 
what happens when I want to go 
out to work and have to pay the 
full amount which I know I would 
not be able to afford? When will 
this sort of thing stop happening? 
If people stopped paying their 
Poll Tax it would make it easier 
for everyone in the long run. 

I would rather buy the 
equipment myself than pay the 
money. Why should I be forced to 
choose between doing without 
the equipment and paying a tax 
which I know is unfair? How easy 
it is to intimidate or con people 
into doing things they don’t want 
to do and call it the law. 

Yours in solidarity 
Islington childminder and FRF/ 
supporter 
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Don’t worry about 
Cuba 


Cc ongratulations to you for the 
extensive prison coverage in the 
June/July issue, which must have 
taken you a lot of work, and 
‘which explained well the matter 
of the Strangeways revolt, which I 
knew somewhat from the 
bourgeois press, but it’s never the 
same as the truth. Well written! 

The problems you get there in 
the UK with the Labour Party are 
very similar to the problems we 
have here with the demo-KKK- 
ratic Party. Together with the 
republi-KKK-an, the other half- 
party in our one-party system: the 
single Party of the Rich. And of 
course the State would not be 
complete without a few ‘leftist’ 
grouplets, parties and sects — 
especially of the Trotskyite 
variety — tailing the demo-KKK- 
rats here, the Labourites there, as 
an ‘alternative’ to the republi- 
KKK-ans/Tories. Alternative? 
What alternative? 

But in so doing they confuse 
enough people to keep the one- 
party State running decade after 
decade. 

Here we had a relatively 
extensive campaign during the 
last presidential elections, ‘Down 
with both republi-KKK-ans and 
demo-KKK-rats! Boycott the 1988 
elections!’ and ina sense it 
worked since as many as half the 
people did not vote: less 
percentage voters than ever 
before. Not only because of the 
campaign, but because the people 
are sick and tired of their votes not 
meaning a thing. Like Marx said, 
every so often the wage-slaves 
have the chance of choosing 
which bourgeois leader will 
exploit and oppress them. Of 
voting, but not really electing. 

By no means are evena fraction 
of those absentee voters who do 
not vote class conscious. But the 
malcontent was there and very - 
evidently so. We could detect it. 
For that reason the Gorbachevite 
treachery - who even visited 
Berlin to force Honecker to allow 
the counter-revolution the foot in 
the door - has been more 
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noticeable. Because I really 
thought we were moving on 
firmer grounds here, after many 
years of rightist offensive. Just 
like there with ‘Big T’. But now it 
appears it’s back to square one. 

Do not be too worried about 
Cuba: the Cuban Revolution is not 
as weak as many people think. 
Actually it’s stronger than any 
other revolution I can think of 
today. Yes, there will be hard 
times, as Gorby moves more 
boldly by the day towards 
capitalist restoration. But also 
great opportunities; of 
industrializing the country, of 
taking our own leads and leaps 
into the future, without any 
‘models’ to copy from. And Iam 
hopeful: the incident of the 
European embassies backfired; it 
failed to spark the mass hysteria 
the imperialists were hoping for, 
and then Spanish workers from 
the Cerro Del Monte 
neighbourhood in Madrid, who 
were about to be evicted, or 
prosecuted, or something like 
that, and were struggling against 
the Gonzalez government, went 
en masse and sought political 
asylum in the Cuban embassy in 
Madrid. The asylum was denied 
(there is no political asylum treaty 
by any European government that 
I know of: political asylum in 
embassies is a typically Latin 
American phenomenon, hence 
Cuba can under International Law 
deny the departure of the exiles 
forever, because there is no 
treaty). Anyway, those residents 
of Cerro Del Monte are now 
visiting Havana; while the ones 
seeking asylum in the embassies 
of Czecho-Slovakia, Italy, Spain 
etc, are going nowhere: mainly 
because none of those 
governments really want the 
refugees-to-be or would issue 
them visas, Except to try to cause 
an international incident taking 
advantage of their desire to leave 
Cuba. 

But I am sure the imperialists 
will try something else, following 
their 32-year-old pattern. 

The promised Gorby-imposed 
cash-only basis for foreign trade 
will hurt us somewhat. But again 
some of us believe it will be for the 
better: it forces us to depend on no 
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one but ourselves! For 32 years 
Cuba has been building up a work 
force of highly qualified 
engineers, physicians, etc, So we 
do have the human resources to 
face the crisis, even of a total 
embargo of both superpowers and 
their flunkies, if it ever came. It 
will not be a bed of roses, but lam 
confident our people will 
overcome the difficulties 
whatever they are. 

The imperialists seem to be 
testing their brand new alliance of 
the rich and overdeveloped 
against a third world country: 
Iraq. Which only a few months 
ago was their ‘democratic ally’ in 
the holy war against the Devil 
Khomeini. Of course the 
genocidal government of Iraq (or 
Turkey or Iran for that matter) 
can’t be defended. Except when 
the imperialists gang up against 
them in their search for 
superprofits. 

The ganging up against Iraq 
reminds mea little of the similar 
ganging up of (US) Americans, 
British, French, Russians, 
Japanese and perhaps a few more 
against the Chinese in the late 
1890s, during the Boxer rebellion. 
I suppose at the time the 
imperialists hoped to slice up 
China in so many equitable pieces 
so as to avoid the cut-throat 
competition among themselves, 
which only 15 years later or so 
provoked the First Imperialist 
Great War. But not even the vast 
riches open for imperialist looting 
in China could defer the Big 
Confrontation forever. In a decade 
and a half, the Peking allies were 
at each other’s throats in the 
battlefields of Europe. 

And Iraq is much smaller and 
poorer than China, no matter how 
much oil it’s got. Sol wouldn't be 
surprised, no matter how many 
Iraqs they find in the coming 
years, if by the turn of the century 
the imperialists are at each other’s 
throats again. Again, the constant 
search for superprofits, worse 
than Dracula's thirst for blood. 

One of the things I hope might 
emerge from the Iraq affair is an 
independent Kurdistan. Even if 
only in the Iraqi-occupied 
Kurdish lands, But that will have 
to be done very quietly and with 


Apartheid 
divides 


This letter is written a) in 
support of the black people in 
South Africa and their call for 
liberation and b) in condemnation 
of the ignorant news reporter who 
claims that black-on-black 
violence is ‘senseless’ and 
‘entirely self-created’. 
Black-on-black violence is not 
‘senseless’. The ever increasing 
death toll of the Inkatha-ANC 
violence is not ‘self-created’, The 
apartheid regime is as culpable 
for the 500 + deaths of recent 
weeks as it would be had the 
South African security police 
stood up and gunned these people 
down. In fact, apartheid’s guilt is 
even greater in this indirect 
killing because at least when their 
murders are obvious, the public 
outcry is: ‘Apartheid kills, get rid 
of it!’ Whereas now, people are 
saying: ‘Perhaps there isa 
defence for apartheid. Perhaps it 
exists as a safeguard for blacks.’ 
Such comments are born of 
utter ignorance and bigotry. 
Black-on-black violence is a 
creation of apartheid. A creation 
which has public apartheid policy 
from as far back as 1958 at its 
roots, for this was the year which 
saw the policy of reconstructing a 
disappearing tribalism applied in 
full force. Under Dr Hendrik 
Verwoerd, the then Minister of 
Native Affairs, 298 separate tribal 
authorities were established. At 


the time, few recognised the 
significance of such a policy, but 
the blacks who did refused to 
collaborate in a creation they 
knew was designed to weaken 
black unity. They understood that 
‘reconstructing tribalism’ was a 
euphemism for keeping the blacks 
oppressed. They knew very well 
that apartheid thinking was 
running on the lines: create 
factions, then create rivalry 
between these factions, and 
thereby ensure that the chances of 
aunited movement forming 
strong enough to topple us from 
powerare kept at a minimum. 
Thus, apartheid has not simply 
been content with dividing the 
blacks; but has insisted on 
heightenting this division by 
arming one slightly-more- 
favoured side, and weakening the 
other. In the recent conflict, this 
has equated the secret donation of 
weapons to the Zulu-Inkatha 
movement, a ‘gift’, which in 
opening, now contains the blood 
of more than 500 victims. 

This is why the blacks opposed 
the reconstruction of tribalism, 
and equally why the apartheid 
regime was so brutal with such 
tesistance. Both sides foresaw — 
one with anticipation, the other 
with dread - the situation which 
is occurring today. International 
attention is high; the blacks are 
being portrayed as primitive 
savages, and the ‘benevolent’ 
apartheid regime goes in to help, 
but finds it can do little to keep 
the two factions apart. Funny, it 
has never yet suffered from the 


problem of military incapability 
before, and yet the world looks on 
and says ‘poor de Klerk’. I, for 
one, am amazed. 

This letter is therefore a plea: 
don’t be fooled! Don’t believe the 
news reporter! When you see the 
murdered blacks lying in the 
road, look up and see who held 
the fatal weapon. Yet again, the 
apartheid regime is revelling in 
blood. 

CHRIS JAMES 
London 


RCG PUBLIC MEETINGS 


Imperialist troops out of the Guif! 


Self Determination for Kurdistan! 


Victory to the Palestinian revolution! 


LONDON . 

Tuesday 18 September, 7.30pm, 
Marchmont Centre, Marchmont Street, 
WC1 (nearest tube Russell Square) 
Tuesday 25 September, 7.30pm, 
Lambeth Trade Union Resource Centre, 
12-14 Thornton Street, SW9 (nearest 
tube Brixton, buses 159, 133, 109, 3, 
196) 


Monday 8 October ipm, 

Library, Mandela Building, Manchester 
University, Oxford Road 

Thursday 11 October 1pm, 

Cellar Room, Old Steam Brewery, 
opposite Royal Northern College of 
Music, Oxford Road 


Thursday 18 October 7pm, 
Mechanics Institute 
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Write to: 


FRFI, BCM Box 5909, 
London WC1N 3XX 
or ring: 071-837 1688 


the imperialists not having a 
chance to react until it is too late. 

I don’t believe we Marxist- 
Leninists can remain neutral on 
this one, although the situation is 
far from easy to define. We 
shouldn’t attack Iraq, except to 
support the Kurds struggle: 
because Iraq is a small nation 
under attack by all imperialist 
nations at once. We should 
demand an immediate 
withdrawal of all imperialist 
troops in the area, and very 
especially so the United States. 
And if possible, have the ruling 
cliques of both Iraq and Kuwait 
exposed for what they are. But if it 
were up to mel would 
concentrate my forces in 
denouncing the US 
warmongering intervention and 
on promoting a free Kurdistan. 

Before I close up, perhaps we 
should all get together and form a 
group like yours here, There is 
none! All US ‘leftist’ groups 
(except the Workers World Party) 
have shown their lack of 
leadership by spreading 
confusion after the 1989 events 
began. It’s really refreshing to 
read your paper! And I wish there 
could be a group like yours here 
in the United States. I will pass on 
the word to some of my comrades 
to see if they can establish 
contact. We need it. 


In solidarity, 

ANA LUCIA GELABERT 

# 384484 Rt 4 Box 800 
Gatesville, Texas 76528 USA 


PS. Yes, the upping of lan Gow 
was comforting news. All 
imperialists, actually, belong in 
Heaven. And I noticed that 
Richard Roques and other 
comrades are being railroaded 
into jail. Not surprising, how 
imperialists react against FRFT. 
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Support the 
FRFI Fund 


Due to a 67 per centincrease in rent 
for the FRFI office, and an overall 
increase in all our other overheads, 
FRFI requires a donation of £850 
this month. Your donations go to- 
wards ensuring the production of 
FRFI as the only consistently anti- 
imperialist publication in Britain to- 
day, The only publication which 
gives voice to the oppressed peo- 
ples of the world who continue their 
democratic struggles for freedom 
and self-determination. The only 
publication which regularly gives 
concise political analysis of the 
challenge to imperialism across the 
world. 

lf you support FRFI rush your 
donation to: Larkin Publications 
and return to FRFI, BCM Box 5909, 
London WC1N 3xX 
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to the FRF/ Fund 
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Join the 


action 
join the RCG 


@ A movement must be built in 
Britain in solidarity with the 
‘struggling peoples of Ireland, 
South Africa, Palestine. Help us to 
do this - Join the RCG! 

© A movement must be built here 
in Britain which stands with the 
oppressed fighting racism, 
fepression and poverty. Help build 
this movement - Join the RCG! 
© Amovement must be built 
which challenges and defeats the 
treachery of the opportunist British 
Labour and trade union 

movement - Join the RCG! 
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power, whereas Lenin regarded them 
as allies of the workers who would 
become the vanguard in a country 
where 80 per cent of the population 
were peasants. 


(Trotsky’s letter of September 
1926, appended to the verbatim 
report of the sittings of the Political 
Bureau of the CC, CPSU (B), Oct- 
ober 8 and 11, 1926) 


In fact, Trotskyism is merely a devia- 
tion peculiarly attractive to members 
of the petty bourgeoisie, Leninism is 
the theory and tactics of the pro- 
letarian revolution, This is why we 
call the doctrine, which guides us in 
action, Marxism-Leninism, instead 


. .. AND SOCIALISM IN ONE COUNTRY 


Implicit in the quotations from Lenin 
given above, is the theory of 
‘Socialism in One Country’. In the 
foreword to The Death Agony of Cap- 
italism and the Tasks of the 4th Inter- 
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TROTSKY 


PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION 


Leon Trotsky was assassinated in Mexico on 20 August 1940. He died the following day. The 50th an- 
niversary of his death has led to a spate of articles offering some kind of reassessment of his political 
and theoretical contribution to the Russian revolution and the communist movement. FRF/ has been 
fortunate to receive a contribution on Trotskyism by David Kitson which critically assesses Trotsky’s 
relevance from the standpoint of a South African communist active in the revolutionary struggle 
today. 

David Kitson has been a communist for most of his adult life. As amember of the South African Com- 
munist Party and on the High Command of Umkhonto we Sizwe, the military wing of the ANC, he spent 
20 yearsin prison in South Africa. After his release he came to Britain and joined Norma and his family 
who were very active in the anti-apartheid movement here through their work in City of London Anti- 
Apartheid Group. He immediately hit the sectarianism of the official British AA Movement and after his 
principled refusal to attack City AA, he and Norma Kitson were suspended from the ANC. David believ- 
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ed that members of the SACP in Britain were centrally involved in bringing about their suspensions. 


Last year the Kitsonfamily mov 


been readmitted into the ANC followi 
and Sisulu. While in Zimbabwe they r: 
South Africa urging on them the central importa’ 
reply totheirletterin September 1989 very critica 
passed with no answer to his letter. So he has mai 
we print an edited version of David Kitson’s letter. It was written 
revolutionary developments in the socialist bloc became clear. (Ed) 


LENINISM OR TROTSKYISM? 


Let us proceed to the nub of the mat- 
ter. You say: 


‘We believe that Trotskyism is the 
revolutionary Marxism -the Bol- 
shevism, the Leninism-of our 
time.’ 


This equates Trotskyism with Lenin- 
ism and with Bolshevism. This, how- 
ever, was not the opinion of Lenin. 
For instance, in his article published 
in May 1914 entitled ‘Disruption of 
Unity under Cover of Outcries for 
Unity’, Lenin said: 


‘The old participants in the Marxist 
movement in Russia know Trotsky 
very well, and there is no need to 
discuss him for their benefit. But 
the younger generation of workers 
do not know him, and it is therefore 
necessary to discuss him for he is 
typical of all the five groups 
abroad, which, in fact, are also 
vacillating between the liquid- 
ators,and the Party... Ryazanov 
described his role at the Congress 
of 1903 as “Lenin's cudgel”. Atthe 
end of 1903, Trotsky was an ardent 
Menshevik, ie, he deserted from 
the Iskrists to the Economists. He 
said that “between the old Iskra 
and the new lies a gulf’. In 1904-5, 
he deserted the Mensheviks and 
occupied a vacillating position, 
now co-operating with Martynov 
(the Economist), now proclaiming 
his absurdly Left ‘permanent 
revolution” theory. In 1906-7, he 
approached the Bolsheviks, and in 
the spring of 1907 he declared that 
he was in agreement with Rosa 
Luxemburg. 

In the period of disintegration, 
after long “‘non-factional”’ vacilla- 
tion, he entered into a bloc with the 
liquidators. He has now deserted 
them again, although in substance 
he reiterates their shoddy ideas.’ 
(Lenin’s Collected Works, Vol 20, 
p 346-7) 
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ed to Zimbabwe to continue the struggle. They haveinthelast month 
ing a visit to South Africa where they met and spoke with Mandela 
ceived a letter and other material from a Trotskyist group in 
nce of the Trotskyist movement. David Kitson wrote a 
| of Trotsky and the Trotskyist movement. Ayearhas 
de his letter available to FRFI for publication. Below 
before the full extent of the counter- 


Thus in the period before the revolu- 


tion, when the disciplined Bolshevik 
party was being built, when revolu- 
tionary. theory was being developed 


by Lenin and his associates; when 


one might hope to use the Russian ex- 
ample asa paradigm for the period we 
find ourselves now in South Africa, 
Trotsky made no contribution. 

If one leafs through the Collected 
Works of Lenin, one finds that he and 
Trotsky were continually at odds 
over questions of theory and policy. 
For instance, in his pamphlet ‘Once 
Again on the Trade Unions, the Cur- 
rent Situation and the Mistakes of 
Trotsky and Bukharin’, (February 
1921) Lenin, in considering Trot- 
sky’s pamphlet ‘The Role and Tasks 
of the Trade Unions’, accused Trot- 
sky of factionalism, saying: 


‘Behind the effort to present the 
“production” standpoint (Trotsky) 
or to overcome a one-sided 
political approach and combine it 
with an economic approach 
(Bukharin) we find: 1) Neglect of 
Marxism, as expressed in the 
theoretically incorrect, eclectic 
definition of the relation between 
politics and economics; 2) Defence 
or camouflage of the political 
mistake expressed in the shake-up 
policy, which runs through the 
whole of Trotsky’s platform pam- 
phlet, and which, unless it is ad- 
mitted and corrected, leads to the 
collapse of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat;’ (LCW 32, p 85) 


It is clear that one either supports 
Leninism or Trotskyism; Bolshevism 
or Trotskyism. Trotsky, himself, in 
his letter of September 1926 to the 
Opposition said: 
‘We hold that, as experience has in- 
controvertibly proved that, when- 
ever any of us differed with Lenin 
on any question of princple, Vlad- 
imir Ilyich was unquestionably in 
the right.” 


of just Marxism. 


PERMANENT REVOLUTION 


In his ‘Address to the Communist 


League’ made in 1850, when discuss- 
ing the possibility of workers’ power 
in Germany, Marx said: 


‘They must not be diverted from 
their course of proletarian in- 
dependence by the hypocrisy of the 
democratic petty bourgecisie. 
Their battle-cry must be: “The 
revolution in permanence.” ’ (The 
Marxist Reader, Avenel Books, 
NY, 1982, p 71) 


Lenin was not opposed to the idea of 
permanent revolution. Thus in his 
‘Social-Democracy’s Attitude to- 


wards the Peasant Movement’, he 


said in 1905: 


«...from the democratic revolu- 
tion we shall at once, and precisely 
in accordance with the measure of 
our strength, the strength of the 
class-conscious and organised pro- 
letariat, begin to pass to the 
socialist revolution. We stand for 
uninterrupted revolution. ...we 
shall bend every effort to help the 
entire achieve the 
democratic revolution, in order 
thereby to make it easier for us, the 
party of the proletariat, to pass on 
as quickly as possible to the new 
and higher task-—the socialist 
revolution.’ (LCW 9, p 236-7) 


And, inhis statement ‘The Fourth An- 
niversary of the October Revolution’, 
in 1921: 


‘Both the anarchists and the petty- 
bourgeois democrats (ie, the Men- 
sheviks and the Socialist-Revolu- 
tionaries, who are the Russian 
counterparts of that international 
social type) have talked and are still 
talking an incredible lot of non- 
sense about the relation between 
the bourgeois-democratic revolu- 
tion and the socialist (that is, pro- 
letarian) revolution. The last four 
years have proved to the hilt that 
our interpretation of Marxism on 
this point, and our estimate of the 
experience of former revolutions 
were correct. We have consum- 
mated the bourgeois-democratic 
revolution as nobody had done 
before. We are advancing towards 
the socialist revolution conscious- 
ly, firmly and unswervingly, 
knowing that it is not separated 
from the bourgeois-democratic rev- 
olution by a Chinese Wall, and 
knowing too that (in the last 
analysis) struggle alone will deter- 
mine how far we shall advance, 
what part of this immense and lofty 
task we shall accomplish, and to 
what extent we shall succeed in 
consolidating our victories. Time 
will show. But we see even now 
that a tremendous amount — trem- 
endous for this ruined, exhausted 
and backward country -has al- 
ready been done towards the 
socialist transformation of society.’ 
(LCW 33, p 51-52) 


and he added (ibid p54): 


‘this relation between the 
bourgeois-democratic and the pro- 
letarian-socialist revolutions. The 
first develops into the second. The 
second, in passing, solves the pro- 
blems of the first. The second con- 
solidates the work of the first. 
Struggle, and struggle alone, 
decides how far the second suc- 
ceeds in outgrowing the first.’ 


peasantry 


Where Lenin took exception to his 
stance was that Trotsky left the 
peasants out of account, and, in fact, 
regarded them as hostile to workers’ 


national (WRP, 1980), C Slaughter 
says: 


‘The programme of “Socialism in 
One Country”, in fundamental 
revision of revolutionary Marxism, 
was the outlook announced by 
Stalin in October 1924.” 


Nearly a decade before 1924, how- 
ever, in his ‘Slogan for a United 
States of Europe’, Lenin said in 1915: 


«_.. the slogan ofa United States of 
the World would hardly be a cor- 
rect one, first, because it merges 
with socialism; second, because it 
may be wrongly interpreted to 
mean that the victory of socialism 
in a single country is impossible, 
and it may also create misconcep- 
tions as to the relations of such a 
country to the others. 

Uneven economic and political 
development is an absolute law of 
capitalism. Hence, the victory of 
socialism is possible first in several 
or even in one capitalist country 
alone.’ (LCW 21, p342) 


In his ‘Peace Programme’, published 
in 1917, Trotsky took issue with this, 
and in his 1922 edition added that 
‘real progress of a socialist economy 
in Russia will become possible only 
after the victory of the proletariat in 


the major European countries’, in 


defence of his theory of the perma- 


nent revolution. 


After the revolution Lenin, build- 
ing socialism in the USSR, repeated- 


ly dealt with this theme. Thus in ‘The 


Importance of Gold’ in 1921, he said: 


‘Marxism alone has precisely and 
correctly defined the relation of 
reforms to revolution, although 
Marx was able to see this relation 
only from one aspect - under the 
conditions preceding the first to 
any extent permanent and lasting 
victory of the proletariat, if only in 
one country. Under those condi- 
tions, the basis of the proper rela- 
tion was that reforms are a by- 
product of the revolutionary class 
struggle of the proletariat . . . After 
the victory of the proletariat, if only 
in one country, something new 
enters into the relation between 
reforms and revolution. In princi- 
ple, it is the same as before, but a 
change in form takes place, which 
Marx himself could not foresee, but 
which can be appreciated only on 
the basis of the philosophy and 
politics of Marxism.’ (LCW 33, 
pi15) 


If there was ‘a fundamental revision 
of revolutionary Marxism’ in this 
connection it was made by Lenin and 
not by Stalin. It was Lenin who was 
(and is) the theoretician of the age of 
imperialism, in which the world has 
been divided up and where capital- 
ism in its monopoly stage develops 
and decays at different rates in dif- 
ferent countries. This makes revolu- 
tionary situations develop in dif- 
ferent countries at different times. 
Time has shown that his analysis is 
correct, and not the parroting of 
Engels’ position given in 1847 in his 
Principles of Communism, written 
when capitalism was in the ascen- 
dant, before the advent of monopoly 
capitalism. 

Also in 1921, in ‘The Tax in Kind’, 


‘Is an immediate transition to 
socialism from the state of affairs 
predominating in Russia conceiv- 
able? Yes, it is, to certain degree, 
but on one condition, the precise 
nature of which we now know 
thanks to a great piece of scientific 
work that has been completed. It is 
electrification... But we know 
perfectly well that it will take at 


least ten years only to complete the 
first stage of this “one” condi- 
tion...’ (LCW 32, p 350) 


The Soviets say that the industrial 
base for socialism was built by 1936 
in the USSR. There is public owner- 
ship of the means of production, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat was 
achieved in a proletarian revolution 
- the Bolshevik revolution —- and has 
continued sometimes in most un- 
pleasant forms. The conditions laid 
down by Engels, in his answer to 
question 18, as being necessary for 
socialism in The Principles of Com- 
munism have been fulfilled in the 
USSR. In his State and Revolution, 
Lenin pointed out that the Dictator- 
ship of the Bourgeoisie can be diverse 
in form. Marx observed that new 
societies bear birthmarks from the old 
ones that gave rise to them. It follows 
that dictatorships of the proletariat 
can also be diverse in form, depend- 
ing on the past history of the country 
in which it arises. Thus Lenin said 
that the Soviet Union was a workers’ 
state with a bureaucratic twist. Un- 
fortunately the twist got worse in- 
stead of better. Already in Lenin’s 
day Trotsky was spouting about 
degeneration and Thermidor. As he 
could not recognise the reality of 
socialism in one state he would have 
to, wouldn’t he? It should be re- 
membered that initially his stance 
was anti-Leninist after the revolu- 
tion, before it became anti-Stalinist. 


Change in socialist societies pro- 
ceeds by means of the working out of 
contradictions in the society con- 
cerned. These exist particularly as 
socialism is a transitory form be- 
tween capitalism and communism. 
The situation is aggravated as the 
chain of imperialism (according to 
Lenin) breaks at its weakest links and 
not at the strongest. For instance 
there is the contradiction that the 
socialist state has to protect what 
Lenin called ‘bourgeois law’. If 
rewards are according to one’s con- 
tribution (and not needs) then the en- 
joyment of such rewards has to be 
protected. This continues until the 
state withers away, even after the 
ending of capitalist encirclement. 
The latter introduces contradictions 
between the need to defend the 
socialist fatherland and the duty to 
support proletarian and national 
liberation struggles in other coun- 
tries. However it is a sine qua non of 
dialectical materialism that such con- 
tradictions would exist and would 
have to be resolved. As the socialist 
society develops and changes so does 
the nature of the contradictions that 
come to the fore. 


Socialism does not proceed accor- 
ding to blind social forces like former 
social systems. It has to go according 
to plan. If the rulers of such a society 
commit errors, crimes and atrocities; 
if they do not keep pace with changes 
in the basis of the society, then the 
development of socialism suffers. In- 
deed uncorrected mistakes can even 
result in counter-revolution succeed- 
ing. Especially when there is im- 
perialist encirclement. Thus every 
existing socialist society displays 
blemishes to the eyes of purists. 


THE RELEVANCE OF TROTSKY’S 
PROGRAMME 


Maybe Trotsky got it right after he 
was expelled from the Soviet Union? 
Let us examine the Transitional Pro- 
gramme of the 4th International 
which he wrote. He entitled it The 
Death Agony of Capitalism and the 
Tasks of the Fourth International 
(WRP, 1980). It was published in 
1938 as the founding programme of 
the 4th International. For starters it 
can be observed that capitalism is far 
from dead. 

Marxism is said to be a guide to ac- 
tion. With halfacentury of hindsight, 
since it was written, one can review 
how the Transitional Programme, 
written by Trotsky himself, has fared 
as sucha guide. How did it work? The 
answer is that it didn’t work at all. 
During the last 50 years there have 
been the most tremendous conflicts 


None of them has been led by the 4th 
International or any of its sections. 
Trotskyists have not led any pro- 
letarian revolutions; nor have they 
mobilised any proletariat for revolu- 


tion; successful liberation struggles 


did not proceed under the banner of 
the 4th International; the proletariat 
in capitalist countries are not armed; 
there are few single national banks; 
fascism and nazism were not over- 
thrown by 4th International-led 
organisations; factory committees in 
capitalist countries are non-existent 
as pictured by Trotsky; the trade 
union leadership has not been replac- 
ed by militants; the leaders of the 
changes proceeding in the Soviet 
Union are not Trotskyists; nor are the 
dissidents there; nowhere has the 4th 
International led the tide of revolu- 
tion. Half a century of history has 
shown that the Transitional Pro- 


gramme is useless as a guide to 


action. 


THE SOUTH AFRICAN REVOLUTION 


Everybody recognises that Trotsky 
made a substantial contribution to 
the success of the Bolshevik revolu- 
tion. Often Lenin worked with Trot- 
sky. He was ready to work with 
anyone for the success of the revolu- 
tion regardless of ideological differ- 
ences. Sometimes Lenin even made 
Trotsky his spokesman. We think it 
wrong to regard Trotsky as a 
criminal, or to use the appellation 
‘Trotskyite’ as a mindless smear. He 
should be rehabilitated from being 
regarded as a criminal. But all this is 
not the point. What is needed is a 
revolutionary theory as a guide to ac- 
tion resulting in the victory of social- 
ism in South Africa. Here history has 
shown that Trotsky and Trotskyism 
are useless. You have to make your 
own analysis, based on Marxism- 
Leninism, of the problems of South 
Africa and tested in the light of your 
practice in the struggle. 

Stalinism is just another swear 
word. Stalin is now thoroughly ex- 
ploded. I regard Stalinism as a des- 
potic authoritarian bonapartist at- 
titude which arose after the success of 
the revolution in the Soviet Union. It 
is inaccurate as a description of the 
leadership of the South African Com- 
munist Party (SACP). They haven't 
won anything except comfortable liv- 
ings in London. A more accurate 
description of the SACP, if one goes 
in for labels, is to say it is Kautskyite. 
Kautskyism is the defence of oppor- 
tunism under the cover of revolu- 
tionary phraseology, ie, camouflaged 
opportunism. 

In Work in Progress (WIP) 60 there 
is an article on the new programme of 
the SACP, The Path to Power. The 
leadership of the SACP is recorded as 
saying: 

‘In the new programme Colonial- 

ism of a Special Type (CST) is more 

firmly subordinated toaclassanaly- 
sis of our situation and is treated as 

a variant of bourgeois domination. 

There is no abstract model of a capi- 

talist society.’ 


In the ‘Preface to the First German 
Edition’ of Capital Vol 1, Marx says: 


‘In the analysis of economic forms, 
moreover, neither microscopes nor 
chemical reagents are of use. The 
force of abstraction must replace 
both.’ 


Then Marx went on to develop the 
concept of abstract labour which he 
used to deal with the process of pro- 
duction of capital in capitalist soc- 
iety, not any particular capitalist 
society, but an abstract capitalism 
with features that are displayed in 
common with any particular capital- 
ist society, each of which has its past 
history, ie, the content ofall capitalist 
societies is the same but each has its 
own individual form. These common 
features enable the analyst to make 
predictions about any capitalist soc- 
iety through applying a Marxist 
analysis which applies to them all. 
So at this level of abstraction, is 
South Africa a capitalist society? 
When I participated in the discussion 


in 1961 on the draft of the original 
programme ‘The Road to South 
African Freedom’, I submitted a 
document which I had drawn up 
which showed that South Africa was 
indeed a highly developed capitalist 
society in which the capitalist mode 
of production was completely domi- 
nant and part of the imperialist 
world. Any former mode that might 
still be extant was an insignificant 
fossil, in the economic sense, pre- 
served because it suited the needs of 
capitalism. The petty bourgeois lib- 
eral intellectuals who dominate the 
SACP have never forgiven me, but 
cunningly sidetracked me then so 
that my analysis, and doubtless 
similar ones, did not receive proper 
consideration. 

In fact South Africa is one of the 
most highly developed capitalist 
countries in the world today, an in- 
tegral part of world imperialism, 
with highly developed centralisation 
and displaying many of the technical 
prerequisites for an immediate transi- 
tion to socialism. It is also one of the 
most savage dictatorships of the 
bourgeoisie that ever developed. As 
such, looked at from a purely class 
point of view, there can be no revolu- 
tion to bring the bourgeoisie to 
power, it is already in power. 


From the class point of view, con- 
sidering only economic categories, 
the only possible revolution left on 
the agenda is the proletarian revolu- 
tion. It does not follow from this that 
should a revolutionary situation dev- 
elop in South Africa (and according 
to me it has more than once) it would 
be successful in establishing work- 
ers’ power, or for that matter, even a 
more democratic form of the dictator- 
ship of the bourgeoisie than that 
under which the South African na- 
tion state already suffers. In fact 
revolution has not succeeded yet in 
any highly developed capitalist state. 


This is not only due to the undoubted 
strength of the state, but also due to 
the cunning of the capitalist class and 
its ideological apparatus in suborn- 
ing the workers away from having a 
proper workers’ attitude to life. 

On the other hand, unlike any other 


country where a socialist orientation 
has succeeded already, (but not in 
South Africa), the working class is 
not merely a revolutionary vanguard 
class leading other classes which out- 
number it, but it is the main force in 
South Africa, in the struggle against 
oppression. It is the most numerous, 
the most militant and the best org- 
anised. The vital factor that it lacks is 
the presence of an accepted Marxist- 
Leninist revolutionary party leading 
it. 

Of course there is no pure capital- 
ism anywhere in the sense that it has 
only two classes. The nearest ap- 
proach is the situation in Britain. So 
we have to proceed to lower levels of 
abstraction in considering the actual 
complexity in South Africa. There is, 
for lack of a better descriptive term, 
the peasant class. Until its land hun- 
ger is satisfied, it can be most revolu- 
tionary. There has been a state of 
emergency in the Transkei ever since 
the bantustan was set up because of 
the presence of the Hill Committees.’ 
Then there is the petty bourgeoisie, a 
lot of them, imbued with bourgeois 
ideology, who want the reform of 
apartheid, but who could be won to 
the workers’ cause. A right wing 
Tepresentative of their desires is the 
SACP, which in WIP 60 says: 


‘But in a truly democratic post- 
apartheid state the way would be 
open for a peaceful progression 
towards socialism.’ 


They mean peaceful progression 
with the Boers no doubt. In fact there 
will have to be a violent revolution in 
South Africa, to establish workers’ 
power, monolithic proletarian disci- 
pline and a fierce dictatorship of the 
proletariat to expel every racist from 
the state (one third of the whites are 
employed in one way or another by 
the state), if the savagery of the pre- 
sent state is anything to go by. 

There is either bourgeois demo- 
cracy or proletarian democracy. One 
can imagine what is meant by ‘true’ 
democracy. Of course Lenin observ- 
ed that the form of bourgeois state 
best suited to the working class is a 
democracy, but only because it is 
easier to work for revolution under 


legal conditions. In South Africa 
there is no chance of this, The reform- 
ists however would like to limit the 
political and social upheavals that 
are currently shaking South African 
society to bourgeois democratic 
reform where they would get a share 
of the cake and of political power, 
while the oppression of the workers 
would continue. 

If one goes through the volumes of 
Capital collating the references to 2 
state in which gold is actually prod- 
uced an interesting picture emerges. 
Gold is immediately saleable, no pro- 
cess of realisation is needed, yet it 
does not enter into the subsistence of 
the worker. It is both a measure of 
value and a store of value. To meet 
these requirements, in gold mining, 
there is an emphasis on the produc- 
tion of absolute surplus value rather 
than on relative surplus value, 
although the latter is not neglected 
particularly above the ground of the 
mines. The former requires a large. 
underground, impoverished, poorly 
paid labour force. This is behind the 
excesses of apartheid, the racist 
capitalist state, the migratory labour 
system, the pass laws, the iniquitous 
oppression of the masses in South 
Africa. The past history of South 
Africa has made the requirements of 
the mines the custom and practice of 
the whole capitalist system there. 
This analysis has been made wholly 
within the parameters laid down by 
Marx in considering capital. Such 
oddities as CST are not required ex- 
cept to confuse the issue. 

In fact South Africa is a capitalist 
country, and an imperialist country 
in its own right, dominated by a 
military-industrial machine and an 
integral part of the world imperialist 
system. It provides the gold which 
imperialism has to have to make ex- 
changes by means of changes in its 
ownership. In the event of a workers’ 
victory in South Africa the whole im- 
perialist world would be shaken to its 
core. So the oppressed masses of 
South Africa are facing not merely 
their own oppressors (dubbed the in- 
ternal colonialists?) but world im- 
perialism. It will be a great day when 
they win. 
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A world divided 


The ideologues of free enterprise are celebrating the demise of the socialist bloc and the headlong 
rush to the market place. For them, capitalism has been completely vindicated. Now the imperialists 
are beckoning the socialist countries to embrace them and share with them their freedoms and pro- 
sperity. These only-exist through centuries of plunder and exploitation of the oppressed nations. To- 
day three-quarters of the world continue to suffer poverty and starvation on a massive scale. Two re- 
cent publications, by the World Bank and United Nations Development Project, provide further 
evidence of the rapidly deteriorating conditions faced by the Third World. VIRMAN MAN looks at the 
reality of imperialism for the people of the Third World, and argues that no progress is possible while 


imperialism exists. 


In the Third World more than 1.2 bil- 
lion people — a quarter of the world’s 
population -—are living in absolute 
poverty, with an average annual in- 
come of less than $370. 800 million 
go hungry every day. 150 million 
children (one in three) under five suf- 
fer serious malnutrition, and each 
year 14 million children die before 
. veaching -their—fifth- birthday. 1.75 
_ billion people do not have access to 
safe drinking water. 900 million 
adults are illiterate. These stark facts, 
available from both publications, 
give some idea of the desperate con- 
ditions endured by the oppressed 
_ peoples of the world. 

The deprivation suffered is in 
sharp contrast to the relative wealth 
and comfort enjoyed by those living 
in the developed countries. They 
make up just 23% of the population, 
yet they have 83% of the world’s 
gross national. product. They con- 
sume three-quarters of the world’s 
energy and grain. In the ‘developing’ 
countries life expectancy at birth is 12 
years lower, and in sub-Saharan 
__ Africa it is 23 years lower. There are 
_ nearly ten times more people per doc- 

tor (4,800 compared to 500), while 

Sub-Saharan Africa has an average of 
_ 24,600 people per doctor. In the 

Third World women are twelve times 

more likely to die during childbirth; 

infants six times more likely to die in 
their first year (79 per 1000 live 
births); and children seven times 
more likely to die in the first five 
years (121 per 1000 live births). (See 

Table 1) 

The World Bank and UNDP reports 
spend much time trying to define 


poverty, and indeed the UNDP con- 
structs a completely new measure, 
the Human Development Index. No 
matter which variables are used, the 
two reports are unable to explain how 
poverty has come about. 

The countries of the Third World 
have been underdeveloped by imper- 
ialism’s drive for profits: exploiting 
their resources and paying low rates 
for materials and labour. By arguing 
that ‘the domestic policies of the 
developing countries themselves — 
for example, regarding exchange 
rates, levels of protection, and other 
interventions — are largely responsi- 
ble for the countries’ success or 
failure in world trade’ (p121), it is 
clear that the prescriptions offered by 
the World Bank, far from being the 
solution, are part of the problem. 

In reality the developing countries 
struggle against trade protectionism. 
By providing price supports and sub- 
sidising their own farmers, OECD 
countries increase their own agri- 
cultural exports and depress world 
prices, cutting the foreign earnings of 
net producers in the Third World. 
Non-tariff barriers (import quotas) are 
imposed on a third of all the agricult- 
ural exports of the developing na- 
tions. Sugar, animal and dairy pro- 
ducts, tobacco, rice and groundnuts 
are particularly affected. 

High tariff duties are levied on im- 
ports requiring processing. This 
practice promotes high value-added 
processing industries in the devel- 
oped countries and discourages it in 
developing countries. Tariffs on dev- 
eloping countries’ processed fruit 
and vegetables exports are double 
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those on fresh fruit and vegetables. 
The result of this policy is that more 
than 70% of the Third World’s ex- 
ports of meat, fish and vegetables are 
unprocessed, as are 90% of sugar and 
cocoa exports, the prices of which are 
determined not in Havana or Accra, 
but in Wall Street and the London 
Futures Market, The Third World is 
used as a ‘source ‘of primary com- 
modities for the developed world to 
make manufactures which are then 
sold back to the Third World at prices 
which produce massive profits. 

In the 1980s the unequal terms of 
trade for the Third World worsened. 
Between 1980 and 1987 Latin Amer- 
ica and the Caribbean experienced a 
23% deterioration; Colombia 30% 
and Bolivia 49%. By comparison the 


"United States transnationals secured 


greater dominance of these markets. 
According to the US Department of 
Trade, total capital transactions in 
the region in 1989 led to a net transfer 
of $10 bn to the US. For each dollar of 
investment, the US extracted more 
than two in profits. 

Whereas in the early 1980s there 
was a net transfer of capital to the op- 
pressed nations, by the end of the 
decade the direction had reversed: in 
1981 there was a positive flow of 
$43bn; in 1988 the transfer was $33bn 
from the oppressed nations. After the 
first major international debt crisis in 
1984 Latin America lost $153bn dur- 
ing five years in net flows abroad (not 
including capital flight), equivalent 
to 15% of its exports. 

With unequal terms of trade and 
net loss of capital from the economy, 
the oppressed nations in the 1980s 


also suffered massive inflation. (See 
Table 2) 

At the beginning of 1989 the devel- 
oping nations owed their foreign 
creditors $1.3 trillion-more than 
half their combined gross national 
product and two-thirds more than 
their annual export earnings. In 1973 
the external debt of the oppressed na- 
tions was equivalent to 19% of their 
GNP. By 1980 this had risen to 25%; 
in 1988, for external public debt 
alone, the figure had reached 36%. 
Individual countries have crushing 
debt burdens: Mozambique’s out- 
standing debt in 1988 was equal to 
four times its GNP. Brazil alone owed 
$101bn in 1988; Mexico $89 bn; India 
$51 bn and Argentina $50 bn. (See 
Table 3) 

Once they enter into debt the op- 
pressed nations are unable to escape. 
The greater their indebtedness, the 
greater the power of the imperialist 
banks and the multilateral agencies 
to dictate terms to them. Every 1% in- 
crease in interest rates squeezes a fur- 
ther $4bn a year from the oppressed 
nations. Repayment of the interest on 
the loans becomes an impossibility: 
Argentina’s debt service in 1987 am- 
ounted to 52% of its exports of goods 
and services; India’s interest on its 
external debt in 1988 was 50% larger 
than the amount of overseas develop- 
ment aid it received in the same year. 
(See Table 4) 

Debt servicing bills are now in ex- 
cess of $200 billion a year for all debt- 
or nations. Only four out of 21 Latin 
American nations are up-to-date on 
payments to private creditors, whilst 
eight are in arrears to the World Bank 
and 11 to the International Monetary 
Fund. In the 17 most indebted coun- 
tries per capita GDP declined on av- 
erage by one per cent a year through- 
out the 1980s. 

Debt rescheduling and new loans 
are made on the condition that the 
prospective recipient undertakes ‘ad- 
justment programmes’ approved by 
the IMF. These entail cuts in govern- 
ment spending on social services 
such as education and health provi- 
sion, with reductions in consump- 
tion patterns and wages. Such auster- 
ity measures bring further suffering 
to the masses. 

‘Development aid’, much flaunted 
by the imperialist governments as 
their contribution to fighting pover- 
ty, serves rather to increase their 
stranglehold over the oppressed na- 
tions. Nearly two-thirds of all bilat- 
eral aid distributed by the OECD’s 
Development Assistance Committee 
is ‘tied’. Aid is only sent if the receiv- 


ing country agrees to purchase goods 
and/or services from the donor 
country. 

The analysts of the World Bank 
argue that ‘the disbursement of large 
volumes of aid should generally be 
confined to countries that are pursu- 
ing appropriate policies designed to 
generate income-earning opportuni- 
ties ...’ (p 136) and ‘it will be far 
easier to reduce poverty if the plat- 
form is one of low inflation, lower 
real interest rates, and open trade 
than if fluctuating prices, high real 
interest rates, and restricted trade 
prevail. As always, progress in the 
developing countries is closely 
bound up with the policies of the in- 
dustrial countries.’ (p 7) 

The choice on offer is between the 
market and starvation. Should the 
market be rejected, then imperialism 
is ready to wield the big stick. Since 
1945 more than 25 million people 
have been slaughtered in imperial- 
ism’s war against the oppressed, and 
millions more have been maimed, 
tortured and made homeless. 

In the face of the combined on- 
slaught of all the imperialist coun- 
tries, the Cuban Revolution has 
shown that it is possible to confront 
the problems of poverty even before 
achieving major developments or at- 
taining substantial wealth. 

Life expectancy at birth in Cuba is 
75, compared to 74 for the developed 
countries; infant mortality rates aver- 
age 15 per 1000 live births in the 
developed countries whilst in Cuba it 
is 11.1. There are 500 inhabitants per 
doctor compared to 300 in Cuba; and 
everyone in Cuba has access to free 
health services. The daily calorie 
supply as a percentage of require- 
ments is marginally higher in Cuba 
than in the developed countries (135 
per cent against 132). All children in 
Cuba receive primary education, 
compared to 97 per cent in the dev- 
eloped countries; and the drop-out 
rate is only seven per cent as against 
11 percent. 

Imperialism wants to destroy the 
Cuban revolution because of what it 
has achieved, because it shows that 
there is an alternative and because of 
the hope it has given for millions. 

Imperialism is central to the con- 
tinued suffering of the world’s poor. 
Without the enslavement of oppress- 
ed people it would not be able to sus- 
tain its wealth and power. The 
challenge to poverty will not come 
from economic analysts but from the 
millions whose survival depends 
upon the very destruction of im- 
perialism. @ 


TABLE 1 


Life expectancy Intant mortallty Daity calorie supply 1000s 

atbirth (deaths per 1000 (% of requirement) per doctor 

1987 live births) 1983 1984-86 1984 
Mozambique 47 172 69 38.0 
Ethiopia 42 153 1 T14 
Bangladesh 52 118 83 6.7 
Bolivia 54 109 69 15 
Britain 76 9 128 WA 


TABLE 2 


Annual average inflation (%) 1980-1988 


Bolivia 482.8 
Argentina 290.5 
Brazil 188.7 
Peru 119.1 
Uganda 100.7 
Zaire 56.1 


TABLE 4 


Total long term debt service as a percentage 


of exports of goods and services 
1970 1988 
Ethiopia 11.4 37.4 
Indonesia 13.9 39.6 
Mexico 44.3 43.5 
Brazil 21.8 42.0 


Source: World Development Report 1990, World Bank 


Source: Human Development Report 1990, UNDP 


TABLE 3 


Total external debt as percentage of GNP 
1970 1988 
Ethiopia 95 50.6 
Tanzania 20.7 140.1 
Somalia 24.4 185.2 
Zaire 9.1 118.0 
Jamaica 73.1 127.2 
Peru 37.3 56.1 
Mexico 16.2 52.4 
23.8 58.6 


Human Development Report 1990, UNDP, Oxford 
University Press 1990 


World Development Report 1990 - Poverty: 
World Development Indicators, Worid Bank, Ox- 
ford University Press 1990 (available through 
Microinfo Ltd) 
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